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rr was” not a ‘fondaefs for controverly 

‘defire’ to! Vindicate the honour of Chi 
as lawgiver i his own kingdom; to the 
feriptural: importance of ‘politive. ifticution 
. the houfe of Gods and.to excu ae 
together ‘with’ gfeat majority of, his 
of ‘an odidus kind. excited the author to 
-compofe and’ publifh ‘the following pages. If 
thefe defigns’ be anfwéred,' thé: writer “obtains 
| his*end! 5 and® if’ Hot, *he ‘the 
his Owh conifcience to the’ up rigtitnefs Of his 

tend earneftly:: for the once delivered 

tothe faints it can hardly be queftioned, 
whether a fincere concern “for the purity 
= of our Lorp’s appoiNTMENTS in 


ie gofpel church, be not an indifpenfable duty, 
they are no lefs the expreffions of his do- 


iniom over us, than of his_love to us; no lefs 
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THE PREFACE. 


intended as meansof, 
ere prefented to, the reader’s notice, though au 
-notof the greaseft, yet is far from being of 


importance in the Chriftian religion. 
ia” entirely op the nfive. hat the author 

up.Ais pet's for had the principles 
practice prey thofe profeffors who are invidi- 

called Strict Baprisrs, been feyerely 

eny, the divine authority Infant Bap- 
‘would, never chayg feen the 


regulate t € worthip, of all his 
prot efling people ; that, the} Spir it of; wildom, 
of holine(s,. and of” ‘peace, may, inallthe 
churghés of Chri ; _and that the fame diving | 
direct the reader's inguirics,after 


th, in the performance 
duty, and ehable him to Walk in.allthe 


blameless 4a! the fincere defire and fervent : 
od gofpel of 


sone 
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The Trigger required of Chriftians one towards axetber, not 
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LON 


: Baptif not chargemble sith ie suwarrastable 


we on the of Baptifm. Page 


The general Groundé on which ave protéed, it refi ufing Com- 


munion at the Lord's Table ‘to Padobaptif believers— 
Novelty’ of the Sentiment and Pradtice of our Brethren, who 
plead for Free Communion; aud the af fuch a. 
with their Principles. 20 


‘SECTION 


Argument Free Communion at the able. 31 


SECTION 


of Scripture confidered, our Brethren 


“SECTION v. 


contrary to our PraGtice—Our Condud freed from theCharge — 
of Inconfiftency—No Reafon to exalt the Lord's Supper, in 
point as Superior to the Ordinance of 


SECTION VIL 


ReflcBions on the difiinguifbing Chara&er, Strict BaPt 
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3. line $4. fr peccati, read peccatis, 
11.4, penulé, babienr, beant, 
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The Baptif: mot ewith laying. 


ANY reflotionsare caft on the Baptitts, and various 
_charges are laid. againft them ; reflections and charges 
of fnch.a kind, as greatly impeach the truth of their doétri. 
nal principles, and the candour of their chriftian temper, 


They are frequently reprefented by their Padobaptift bre- 
thren, as ancharitably rigid, as incorrigible bigots to a favous 


"rite opinion, and as putting baptifm in the place of our 
Lord’s atoning bleed andthe /andifjing agency of the divine 
Spirit. To,give them epithets and load them with charges 


of this kind, the generality of their opponents agree ; whe- 


ther they be members of our National Eftablifiment, or in 
of Proteftant Diffentens... 
But why fuch unfriendly farmifes and bold accufasions ? 


‘What is there in our principles or conduét that lays. foun- 


dation for fuch hard fafpicions and {ach feverity of cenfure? 


As to.making baptifm a fabftitute for che atonement of Jefys 
and the /an@ifying agency of the Holy Spirit, itis 
manifeltly contrary to our avowed 


that one would have thought, agree to 


4 


by 


fentiments ; fo contrary, 
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Aw APOLOpY FOR THE BAPTISTS. 


acquit us of fuch a charge®. "For it is too notorio“'s to ad. 
_ mit a plea of ignorance in any of our opponents, that we. 
confider no one as a proper fubject of that inftitution, who 


does not profefs repentance towards God, and faith in our — 


Lord Jefms Chrift ; who does: not, in other words, appear 
to be in a ftate of falvation. Nay, fo far ‘from’ making 
baptifm : a faving ordinance, we do not, we cannot confider 
any one as a proper fubjegt of it, who looks — it in that 
werean impiliation of thiskind as jut and pertineat, 
 asit is groandlefs and ungenerous ; did we really afcribe a 


 Wegenerating efficacy and faving effects to that facred ap- 
pointment ; we thouldiiardly forbear concluding, that thefe 
came with an ill grace from our — 
brethren OF the’ Eftablithment; efpecially from the ‘clergy, 
who have folemniy’ declared their affent and confent to all — 
that is contained in the book of Common Prayer. For — 


complaints and 


na they, immediately after baptizing an infant, addrefs 


the people, and then the Omnifcient God, inthe fol+ 


- Towing remarkable words ; ‘Seeing dearly belovéd bre- 
that this child 1s necengrate and prafted into. 
 W the ‘body of Chrift’s ‘church, let tis give thanks to Al- 


Phi mighty God for thefe benefits—We yield thee- hearty 
thanks, moft merciful Father; that it hath pleafed thee 


4 tomeoenerare this infant with thy Holy Spirit, to re- 
Spikes him for THiNk OWN CHILD by adoption, and to 
Gncorporate him into thy holy church’—.Thus the clergy 
“nok “foleiinly ‘profels to believe, when they adminifter 


dapatn to infants, “And, when giving catechetical inftruc- 


‘tions to caildreh, they inculcate on their tender ‘minds the 


catechumen, - and thus 


thus, they interrogate eath young 


teach him to anfwer. 


ofthe How far any of thofe are 


Py ait General Baptifis, may have gi oceafion for fuch imputations, I 


_ Godfathers 
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An APOLOGY FOR THE BAPTISTS. 
||  .* Godfathers and my baptifm, 
Iwas Mave, amember of Chrift, a child of God, and 
‘. an inheritor of the kingdom of heaven. How many fa- 
s craments hath Chrift ordained in his church? Two only,. 
a8 GENERALLY NECESSARY TO SALVATION, thatisto - 
* fay, baptifm and the fupper of the Lord. What isthe © 
© anward.and fpiritual grace ? [i. e..of baptifm.] A death 
© unto fin, and a new birth unto righteoufnefs ; for, being by 
it * nature born in fin, and the children of wrath, we are 
mape thechildren of grace’*. ‘Thus children. 
t are taught by the parith minifter ; and in the firm_perfua- 
) fion of thefe things they are. confirmed by the bifhop. . For, 
‘before. he lays upon them his epifcopal hand,. 


See the Office for Public Baptifm of Infants, and’ the Catechifme 
‘Whether the doftrine here advanced be confiftent with the fentimente 
of Protefiant Padobaptifts in general, or calculated to inflruct the igno- - 
a gant and edify believers, 1 muft leave the reader to judge. take 
‘She liberty, however, of fubjoining- a quotation from the celebrated 
7 andanother from the no lefe excellent Dr, Owen, relating 
_ fo this point. ‘The former thus exprefles himfelf: Commuaio cum 
Chrifto et corpore fpfius myftico in electis infantibus baptifmum ante- 
“cedete videtur; faltem judicio charitatis. Padobeptifio enini ute 
PUNDAMENT UM fubftroitur, Hoe qu:ppe argumento paffim pugnator 
ab orthodoxis: ad quos pertinet foedus gratiz, et communio Chrifti, at- 
que ecclefiz, et quorum eft. regnum celorum, eos oportet baptizari. 
Atqui, hee omnija.infantibus clectis, et federatis 
Bop1usRomanz ecclefise doctores in graviffimo errore verfari avtumat, 
quum ftatuunt baptizandos, priufquani hoc figdaculo obfignentur; Cirifti 
_inembra non effe, ad ejus corpus et communionem non pertinere, fed tum: 
@enuny poteftate, dieboli liberari; :inque Chrifti familiam tranGre. 
¢ Mifed. Sac. Tom. Exercit, XIX. §XXjJo—The latter thus: Neque fand 
dogma. pernitiofius, aut quod peccatorum animis prefentive vencnum 
spropinaret, facil2 excogitaret ipfe mendaciorum pater. Dim enim miferi 
mortui peccatis fii adblandiuntur quod in baptifinoe renati 
faerint, atque in utramque durem otios? dormiant ; neceffitatemrsbfolu- 
tam’ et indifpenfabilem {piritualis totius hominis renovations: féfque 
habentes, ftatum fuum miferrimum agnofcere, | et ad gratiam Chriffé 
__wivificantem confugere negligunt ‘atque ita pernitiofiffima 
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fings fuppofed to be: confetred and received by them at tlie 


time of their baptifm. ‘Thus he prays; * Almighty: ‘anil 
ever living God, who haft vouchfafed to aT’ 


THEse THY SERVANTS by water and the Holy Gho » 


and haft given untd'them rorcivewess OF ALL THE 


impofition of hands; «We make our 


© humble fupplieations white thed [the divine Majefty] for 


thefe thy fervatttss whom’ (after the example of thy 


“holy apoftles) we have now laid our hands, to ceatrrt 


(by this fign) OF THY FAVOUR ‘AND GRACIOUS 


4 TOWARDS: THEM’—.Once thore § Ais’ the 


church of England faggetts a painful doxbe, to the 


gnal happinefs of fuch infants as.die without baptifm ;_ fo 
abfolutely forbids, het Burial Service to be over any 
unbaptized; placing them, this, refpest,.on a 


don for the moft enormons crimes, or are guilty‘of felo defo 
oH thus the inftruéts her members and thus fhe direéts her 
‘It is certain by God's word, that ohildréh 


which: baptined, dying before they,commit aétual fin, 


are undoubtedly it is. to be, that. the 
fi. e. the burial office} ie not.to be ufed.for 
that® die’ UNBAPTIZED, Or OF 
HAVE LAID VIOLENT HANDS UPON THEMSELVES" 
"Nay, confident is our National Church of ‘thele 
being agreeable to the word of God, .that fhe boldly pro- 
-monnees the following.fentence:on.all who dare to call them 
Whofoever’ thall hereafter affirm, thatthe 
of God’s:worthip Contained in the book of Comihion 
"Prayer, and adminiftration of the contaitteth 
2 AN YX, THING in it that, is repugnant to the: {criptures, Ter 


der for Confirmation, Rubrich, at the Condlafion of the fir 
of and Rubricl to Order for 


-tgvel with thofe that die under a fentence of excommunicar 
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vifhop, after his repentance. 
‘ and public revocation of fach his wicked errors’¢, ‘Thus. 
our National Church teaches, and thus her clergy profefs, . 
moft folemnly profefs to believe. _Confequently, were we. 
really chargeable with reprefenting baptifm as a /aving or-, 
dinance, our of. the eftablifhment’ could .not, 
fiftently, lodge a complaint againf us on that account... . 
__. If we confult the writings of the moft eminent preachers. 
; among the Methodifts we hall find, that their fentiments. 
harmonize with the doftrine of the National Church, in res 
gard to the efficacy and abfolute neceflity of bapufm., The _ 
Tate’ pious and extenfively ufeful Mr. 
FIELD, thus. exprefles his views of the fabject before us 5. 
Does not this verfe [Joun iii..5.] urge the aBsoLurs. 
nECESSITY of water baptifm ?. Yes, where it may be 
- & but how God will deal with perfons unbaptized we cannot 
“tell, What have we to doto judge thofe that are with- 
‘ out’*.—Our miniftring brethren of the Tabernacle have. 
fometimes taken the liberty of making reflections, upon _us,. 
as ifour opinion relating to baptifm greatly intrenched. on. 
the offices and honour of Jefus Chrift.. Had they metwith. 
language and fentiments like thefe in: any of publicas. 
tions,'efpecially in thofe of the late Dr. G1Lu 3 they would,. 
undoubtedly, have thought themfelves fully. warranted. 
in ufing, their utmoft efforts.to expofe the dangerous error 
to.guard their. hearers againét us, as. making @ 
of. baptifm... But. while /ome of. them, being. Conformifts, . 
have folemoly, profeffed their cordial confent to.the various; — 
in. So Prayer. and ad-, 


| anid Canons, No. While the of. 
this Canot Ecclefiattical, I am reminded of that anathematizing decree: 
eftablified by the Council of Trent Si guis dixtrit baptifmtuin liberam effe,” 
non neceffarium ad falutem, anathema fir, Sef. VII. Can. That? 
Uf any one thal) effert, that is 
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G- An APOLOGY BAPTISTS. 


niiniftration of the 
 revering the charatter of the late Mr. ; they 


could not be either candid or confiftent in-condemning us,” 


_ were wereally chargeable with reprefenting baptifm as ne- 
ceflary to falvation. What, then, mut we think of their- 


conduét, when: there is no proof, ‘nor the’ leat fhadow of 
proof, that we have ever done any fuch thing 7?—As I have 


@ and high-regard for mariy -preach the gofpel 


Gnite’in: public worfhip at the Tabernacle, and as itis 


my earneft prayer that a divine bleffing may attend: them ; 


it would’ give me-real. pleafure to find; that they who - fill 
the pulpit in that place; are more cautious in cenfaring die 
Baptifts, and more confiftent wich their Lud profejiens of 
ahd a catholic {piric; left, through miftake, theybe 
fall culpable of bearing falfe-witnefs again their brethren. 
“Mr. Joun Westie; enumerating thelbenefits wereceive’ 


by being baptized, {peaks in the'following language : « By” 


“baptifin we enter into covenant with God, into: that ever- 

‘Jafling covenant, which he hath conimanded for éver. 
“By baptifin we.are admitted into the church, and: confe- 
made members of Chritt, its bapeifin: 

“we, who were by nature children of wrath, are made'the- 
¢bildren of God. And this regeneration: is moré than bare. 
“Vy being admitted’ mto the church.—By water, then, 
“as a means, tlie’ water of baptifm, we are ‘réginerated oF 
* Bora again’ Baptifm: doth now fave us, if we live an< 


‘fwerdble’ thefeto; if we repent, believe, and obey ‘the’ 


*poipel. Suppofing this, as it admits us tate the church 


“dere, fo 1NTO GLORY HEREAPTER.~—If infants are guilty 


.of original fin, in the ordinary way, THEY CANNOT BE 
* saveb, unlefs this be wasHED AWAY BY BAPT1SM’*,—= 


So. Mr. Wester. teaches ; fo, fays, a learned cardinal, 
the church has always and the. Counc of 


Preferdative, 146-—150.. 
Semper Ecclefia credidi:, infantes perire, Baptitino de: 
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baptifin, an’ undoubred that God in favour’ 


method his: divine. procedtre; oftener departing’ 


on Mr. Westey’s’ principles,‘it mitt-befo, if - the genes 
rality of thofé that have died; ‘fitiee’ was inftituted, 


firm perfuafion of 


doétrine,; Mr. Westey is alfo defirous of /ertling 


bers of his very numerows focieties. For thefe pofitions 
are contained ina book, profeffedly intended to preferve the 
reader from: UNSETTLED. NOTIONS in religions Now, ad 
I cannot fuppofe this authorimagines, with Dopwext, that 
infants who, die withoat baptifm,- are not immortal; 
know not whether he choofes to lodge them in the Mimbus. 

puerorum of the Papifts* or'whether, with Austin, 
figns them over to eternal’ damnatiofi ;. though the one or 
the other muft be For) millions die with- 


of fuch; thowld “be ‘departing from the’ ordinary’ 


fiom, than’ a€ting according. to ity is hard to conceive i¥ 
abfolately incredible, as involve4'a contradiction. Yet. 


be'not excladed the of heaven. For he who 
fiders what multitudes of- Jéwd and Heathens have peopled 
the earth, ever fince Chriftiah' difpenfation’ comment» 
ed; what an‘ extenfive fpread’ Mahomet’s impofture hay’ 
had for more than eleven’ hundred years 3° and what sums: 
bers ‘of infants die-without baptifm, in Chriftian 


_cduntries, Ginnot’ but contlade; even admitt=¢ Pzdobap- 


tifin to have been pradtifed by ‘the apoftles, théha’ vaftima~ 
jority of deceafed infants’ left the world without bemg” 


Bip. Theoleg. p. 49% | | 
ot Mr, Wasrey, it is well known, is a very warm defender of © 
géneral redemption. He moft, confequently, believe, that thofe infants’ 
who die without baptifm, were as really redeemed by the death of © 
Chrift, as thofe tliat have the ordinance ddminiftered to them, Tn’ 


- pegard, therefore, to all that périth for wint of baptifm, it fhould feem, 


om his principles, as if our divine Lord were lefs careful to provide’ an” 


mifrater to confer an ordinance, than to fir a prepitiatery Sacrifice 
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Ar APOLOGY THE BAPTISTS. 
preacher, that aifests thet 


Do we confider it as a divine appointiment,. as.an inftitu-| 


tion of Chrift, the ufe of which are, 
to continue to the end.of the world? So dothey. Do. & 


they confider i it as an ordinance which, when once rightly 


de we. .Dowe look upon it as indifpenfably neceffary to 
communion at the Lord’s table? So dothey. Do we, 
agtually refufe communion to fuch whom we confider as. 


unbaptized?, Sodo they. No.man, I prefume, if con-, q 
fidered, by, them as not baptized, would be admitted to, 
break bread at the Lord’s table, in any,of their churches;, _ 
however amiable his bow, much fooven they 


might efteem, him, in other refpects. — 


is this a new opinion, or a,novel praétice for fash, 


has been the fentiment and fuch the conduét of the Chriftian 
church in every age. Before the grand Romith apoftaly,, 
in the wery depth of that apoftafy, and fmce the Reforma- 
tion, both at home and abroad; the general practice has. 
‘been, to. receive none but baptized perfons to communion 


at Lofd’s table. following anci- 


shore faring ofa hietle water, of his blood even though. 


‘he Knew the latter would be of no avail, in millions of inftances, with | 


qut the former. Bot whether fuch fentiments be agreeable to the. 
to cur Lord’s the reader will be, 


adminiftered to a proper fubjeft, is never to be repeated ? So) | 


cacy and exalts the impor= 
tance of baptifm at this extravagant rate, fhould charge 
the Baptifts with placing an unlawful dependance on that 
ordinance? Yet, that he has frequently done fo, in his 
‘pulpit difcdurfes, if not in his numerous publications, is 
beyond a doubt; is. known tothoufands. .Where, then, 
are-his confiftency, his candour,' his;catholic fpirit! 
_ Nor are we confcious of .attributing any degree of im- 
“portance to Baptifm, which our Pzdobaptift Diffenting 
bgethren do not allow, and for'which they donot plead. 


: 
> 
J 
4 
fA 
‘ 
3 
4 
aa 
2 
| 
| 
| ” 
| 
| 
4 
} 
q 
4 
J 2 
a 


| 


An x APOLOGY. FOR BAPTISTS. 


7 ent and modern writers, relatllle to this point, may not be 


‘col, | 


- participare. At illi nolumus, inquiunt,. 


improper. Justin Martyr, for inftance, when {peak- 
ing of the Lord's fupper, fays; This food is’called by 


us, the Eucuarist; of which it is NOT LAWFUL for 
“any to partake, But’ fuch as believe the things that are 
‘ taught by us to be true, and have been BAPTIZED*’.— 
‘Jerom; Catechumens cannot communicate ;? i. at 
“the Lord’s ‘table, they being unbaptizedt. — Austin, 
when afferting the’ abfolute neceffity of infants receiviig 
the Lord’s fuipper, fays ; * Of which, “certainly, they can- 
© not partake, UNLESS THEY BE pArtizep —Brpe 
“informs ds, that three young ‘princes among the 


feeing a bithop adminifter thé factéd fupper, de- 


to partake’ of it, as their deceafed and toyal father 
done. ‘To whoth the ‘bithop infwered; «If ye will 
bé wathed, or’ baptized, in the falutaty fountain, “as your 
“¢ father was, yé may alfo'pattake of the Lord’s fupper, as 
he did: but if you defpifé thé former, ¥E CANNOT IN 
any receive the latter. They replied, “We will 
enter into” fountam, bis hor Have 
‘we any it but yet we defire to be'tefrethed ‘with 
“ that bread.’ * After’ which tlhe ‘hiftoridh tells’ us, that 
they importunately reqaefting, and the bithop refolutely 
fefufing them admiffion: to the holy table, they were fo 
_exafperated, as to banifo both bim and bis out of their hinge 


eft, poteftis etiam panis fan&ti, [quem] participa 
@uteds Javacram’ vit2 contemnitis, 


opus nos habere novimus, fed ¢amen: pane i 
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ro | AW APOLOGY FOR THE BAPTISTS. | 


‘ partakes of the. ‘Lond 
* Faith, indeed, is neceflary to all the facraments, but 
efpecially to the reception of baptifm: becaufé baptifm 
‘ is THE FIRST among the so and THE DOOR pr 
the facraments +’. 
_ Quotations of Kind’ ‘might, no douke, be 
_ multiplied: but ‘that none were admitted to the: facred 
fupper in the firft ages of the Chriftian church, before they 
_ were baptized, we are affured by various learned writers, 
well. verfed in ecclefiaftical antiquity. For inftance: 
Sranugimius afferts, ‘That none but baptized 
*. perfons were admitted to the Lord’s table t’. —Lord Chan- 
Kino; ‘ Baptifm was alavays precedent to the Lord’s 
fupper ; the eucharilt, 
‘till they were baptized. This is fo obvious to every 
_£ man, that it needs no proof’?§.— Dr. Wau; ‘ No 
church ever~gave the communion to any perfons before 
they, were baptized—~AmMone ALL THE ABSURDITIES 
THAT BVER WERE-HELD, none ever maintained THAT, 
any perfoa hould partake of the-communion before 
was baptized’ Dopprinoss ‘Jt is certain 
the ancient Fathers, as baptized. pefons 


purgatione facrofan@a quis oblationi facrofanftz communicet, 
_ adtltimum furore commoti aicbant; Si non vis affentire nobis in tam 


facili caufa quam petimus, non poteris jam in noftra provincia demo- ~ | 


Et expulerunt eum, ac de fuo 
Ecclef, lib. I]. .cap. p63. 
aBawriros In cap, Matt. p» $3... 
Fidem quidem effe nece(fariam omnibus facramentis, fed fpecialiter 
gppropriari baptifmo: quoniam baptifmus eft primum inter facramenta 
vd 19) Baguiry, Part p. 44. 
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¢ and it is alfo certain, that as far as our knowledge 

‘ primitive antiquity reaches, No UNBAPTIZED perion 
received the Lord’s fapper’**. 

That the Proteftant churches in general have always 
agreed in the fame fentiment and conduét, is equally evie 
dent. Out of many eminent writers that might be men- 
tioned, the following quotations may fuffice. Ursinus, 
for inftance, afferts; ‘ That they who are.not yet bap- 
© tized, sHouLD NOT BE. ‘ADMITTED TO THE SACRED 
suppee’*, —RaveneLtivs, when {peaking of the 
‘ Lord’s fupper, fays; Baptifm oveHT TO PRECEDE; 
‘ nor is the holy fupper to be adminiftered to any, ExcEPT 
© THEY BE BAPTIZED’ ¢.—ZANCHIUS; ‘ We believe 
‘ that Baptifm, as a facrament appointed by Chrift, 19 
ABSOLUTELY NECESSARY in the 
‘ No one isadmitted tothe facred fupper, un- 
LESS HE I8 BAPTIZED’ §.—T UR RETTINUS * It is one 
_ © thing to have a right to thofe external ordinances of the 

_* church, which belong:to a profeffion ; arid it is another 
‘ to be interefted in the~internal bleflings of faith, Un- 
* baptized believers have actually aright to becaufe 
‘ they are already partakers. of Chrift and his benefits; 
‘ though they Wave not yet-a right to sho/e, except in ob- 
* ferving the pointed order, by 


Nondum baptizati, coenam non “funt Des. 


Baptifmus “debet prateedére ind nonnif baptinate 
-danda, Bibliotheca Sacra, Tom. ¥i'p, 307. 

Credimus in ecclefia omnind nove ee tanquem 
facramentum Chriftojinfliturum. Oper2, Tom. VII. col. 516," 
Aliud fas habere quae ad 


untdr: Aliud ad interna fidei. Catechumeni credentes aétu jus ha- | 


quia ‘jam _participes fant Chritti’ et beneficioruim 
ieee nondum habent jus ad nifi ordine baptifmo. 
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‘As no uncircumcifed male was admitted to the typical fup- 
* per, that is the paffover; fo, under the New Teftamient, 
no unbaptized perfon is admitted’to the Lord’s table*.— 


. © of expediency, but by virtue of a divine precept. They,. 
therefore, who rejett i it, REJLCT THE CouNsE#L of Gop 


| oe ©The fupper of our Lord ought not to be adminiftered 
| to perfons that are undaptized: for before baptifm, ‘men 


‘The dying, and the wxbaprized, ‘are 
Bl © not to be be admitted to communion’ §.— Dr. Man- 
“In foro ecclefie, before the church, sone but baptized 


Pek; ‘If any fhould be so impupext as to fay, it is 
_ © not the meaning of Chrift, that Japtixing fhould 1m me - 


©The law of Chrift requires that art who believ:: the 
| gofpel fhould be ixtd——For any to abftain fiom 
te Ows it is an inftitution of Chntt, 


Ae Ad cumam typicam, he. ad pafcha, non admittebatur 

if praputiatus, Exod, xii. 40. ficut fub N. T. non admittitur 

i@ ii, 44, 42, Theolog. lib, VII. cap. ¥. §. 29. 

Baptifmus neceffarius eft neceffitate pracepti, non folum 
enti, | _ Quare, qui eum rejiciunt, Dei adverfus fe 


Idea Theolog. p. 225. 


Dr. Dopprinvce, thus expreffes his views of the fubject. 


as » Morn Exercif. p. 199. 


lain Scripture Proof. p, 126. 


Leypecxer; is neceffary, not only in a way 
AGAINST THEMsELvES’ +.—BeEnevicr. Picrervs 


*‘are not confidered as members of the vifible church Y. 


ferfons have a right to the Lord’s table’ |j. — Mr. Bax- 


debet adminiftrari coena—non baptizatis; nam ante 
pon, cenfentur homines effe in ecclefia, Theolog. Chrifiiana, P-959 


_* DIATELY, WITHOUT follow difipling, they 

are confuted ‘by the conftant example of feripture. | 
eit. © that I dare fay, that this will be out of doubt with all 
rational, confiderate, impartial Chriftians’**.—Once more : 
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Rs himfelf to it, is fick an att of difobedience to his autho- 


‘ rity, a3 18 INCONSISTENT WITH TRUE PAITH.—How 
© EXCELLENT sOEVBR any man’s charatter is, he mutt be 
¢ baptized before he’ ¢an be looked upon as completely a 


“© member of the church of Chrift’*, 


Perfeétly conformable to thefe are the Cate¢- 
chifms and Confefions of faith, that have been ‘publifhed at 
any time, or by any detiomination of Chriftians: for, if 
the pofitive inftitutions of Chrift be not entirely omitted, 
bapti/m is not only always mentioned fir; but generally 
‘mentioned in fuch a way, as intimates that itis prereguifite 
to the Lord’s table.” ‘And f, even in Our common forms of 


fpeaking, if we have ‘occafion'to mention both thofe fo- 


Jemn appointments of our Lord, baprifm ftill’has the 
priority. ‘Thus generally, thus aniverfally, is it allowed, 
that baptifin is ‘neceflary to communion at the Lord’s ta- 
ble.—Nay, many of our Proteftant Diffenting brethren 


| confider the ordinance: in a more im portant light than we. 
For they frequently reprefent if, ‘as @ of the covenant 
of graces as amean of brin ging their infant off pring into 


covenant with God; and fie of them feverely cenfure us, 


“for leaving our children to the uacovexanted mercies of the 
“Moft High, merely becaufe we do not baptize them. Ex- 
preflions and fentiments thefe, which we neither adopt 
Ror pprove ; ‘betaule they jeem to attribute more to the: 


nance, than the’ facred in our Opinion, 


ry 


Tt appears, then, be fat, 4 indonte?- 
‘ble fact, that our judgment and conduct, relating to the 


of baptifm tn order to communion, perfeétly coin- 
“cide with the fentiments® and practice of our National 


Chyrch, and with, all, churches in thefe king- 
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4 


earth, with which we donot, in this refpe&t, agree: for 
none, of whom.I have any intelligence, be their fenti- 
ments or modes of worfhip whatever they may, in regard © 
to other things, admit any to the facred fupper, who have _ 


not, in their opinion, baptized.—And, on the other 
hand, when the importance of baptifm comes under confi- 
deration between us and them, itis manifeft, that both __ 
Conformift and Nonconformift Pedobaptifts in general, — 

_ afcribe more to it than we, and place a greater dependence 
pon it. Confequently, neither candour, nor reafon, 
mor juftice will admit, that wé fhould be charged, as we 


The point us and our Paedobaptit 


brethren is not, Whether unbaptized believers may, accord- 
gng. to. the Jaws of Chrift, be admitted to communion; 
for here we have no difpute: 
_subo.are the proper fabjetts of it? In the difcuffion of thefe 
 queltions there is, indeed, a wide and a very material dif-. 
_ ference; . but in regard to the former we are entirely 
‘agreed.—-Why, then, do. our brethren cenfure us as anch 
vitably rigid, and incorrigible bigots ?. ‘The principal rea- 
foems: be this: They, general, admit, that 
mer in she name of the triune God, on 2 prof afefiion of. 
faith. ip. Jefus Cheitt, sis real baptifn; while 
fixed, and. avowed. perfaafion will ape permit us allow 
that infant Spuinkling though performed with the greateft 


but, What i; baptifm, and 


folemuity,' is worthy of the name, Confequently, though 
they,..confiftently with their own principles,,.may receive 


‘among them, yet we cannot, admit. them 


‘ie “Gefited to observe; that when ike of the 
Infant ‘[priakfing, or any expreffion of a import, 
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to fellowthip with us at the Lord’s table, without contra- 
dicting our profeffed fentiments. For it appéats to us, 
on the ‘moft deliberate inquiry, that immerfion is not a 
mere circumflance, or a mode of baptifm, ‘but ¢/enrial to the 
: ordinance : fo that, in our judgment, he who is not int- © 
merfed, is not baptizeds This the principle on w ‘hich 


we proceed, in refufing Communion to our Pzdobaptift 
| brethren; whom, in other refpects, we highly efteem, ‘and 


towards whom we’ think it our duty to cultivate the mot 
cordial affeftion.—Nor cai we fappofe but they would 
a fimilar part, were they ih our fituation. Were they fally 
_-~perfuaded, for inftance, that the great Head of the church 
commanded, nor any way aotiorized, fis minif 
) tering fervants to require a profefion of faith pricr to bap- 
| ifm; and were they equally certdin that the ordinance 
névet was adminiftered by the apoftles to any bat infants, 
Mor in any other way’ thart ‘that of a/ferfon, or potiring ; 
would they not look upon the immerfon of profe effing be- 
 Kevers a3 quite different, thing from baptifm? And, were 
this the cafe, would they not confider us as unbaptized, 
and refule to have communion with us on that account? 
_ perfuaded they would, ‘notwithftanding their affec- 
tion for any of us, as believers in Jefus Chrift. Confe- | 
quently. if we be really 
shieti, it is for denying the validity of infant baptifm ; not 
we rifufé communion to error 
in our judgment, whith milleads the confcience ; “not for 
was the Lord’s fapper to tof 
fove-'dmong ‘the people of Gad; though feveral 
objeStions that are made. againft us, feem to proceed om 
_ that. fappofition.._ It mutt, jndeed, allowed, that as 
it. @ facred fealt and an ordinance of divine worthip, . 
Chriftian affeftion, among communicants at the 
fame nam, is wy becoming and highly neceflary ; and 
C2 fo 
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fo itiis-in all:ocher branehes facial: religion. But that 

fitting down ‘at the ‘holy fupper thould be confidered as she 

criterion of love ‘to, individuals; or to any Chriftian 
cOmmunity, doesnot appear from the word of God. 

_ the fupper‘of our Lord was defigned for other and greater 
purpofes.’ It was intended to teach and exhibit the moftin- _ 

tereftitig of all trutlis, and the moft wonderful of all tranf- 

aétions. The defign of the Great Inftitutof was, thatit 
fhould be a memorial of God’s lowe to and of 
DEATH FoR vs: that, the aftonifhing favour 

ever difplayed the ‘moft ftupendous faét, that an- 

géls ever beheld. the love of God, in giving’ ‘his 
dear, his‘only:Son ; and the death of Chrift, as our divine 4 

and propitiatory facrifice, are the grand objects 

we are! called’to contemplate at the Lord’s table.-—As toa 

Subfanial proof of our love to the children of 

_ God, it is net given at fo cheap and eafy a rate, as that of 

- fitting down with them, either occafionally or ftatedly, at 

holy table, Nembers do that, who are very far | 

loving the difciples of Chrift, for\the truth’s fake. 
real evidence of that heavenly affetion, there mul be 

the exercife of fuch tempers, and the performance of tach 
—adtions, as require much felf-denial ; and withodt Which, 

were.we to commuifie with them ever fo often, or talk’ ever’ 
fo.loudly of candour and a catholic {pirit ; ‘we fhould,"a 

bé deftitute of that charity,. without. which we 

The reader, .therefore, will do well 

member, ‘that’ ‘the true! of his. love. to the difei ples of 

public worthips for that.is rather an‘evidence of his love 

| to God and reverence for his authoricy ; but, fympathizing 

_with them in ‘their affliGions ; feeding the hungry, cloath- 

the naked, and’ taking’ pleafute in doing them good, 

whatever theif ‘néveffities may bé. For this T have the au- 
Of our final wall, fay people ; 
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Come ye blefied of my Father, for” —-what?, Ye have 
manifefted yout love to the faints and your faith in me, 
by holding free communion at my table with believers of 
all denominations? No jfuch thing. But, ‘‘1 was an 
‘‘ hungred, and ye gave.me meat; I was thirlty and ye 
‘* gave me drink; | was a ftranger,and ye took me in; na~ 


© kedy and ye. clothed me; I was fick, atid ye vifited me; 


was in. prifon, and ye,cameuntome®”, 

Our opponents often infinuate, 
; to, eftablith a favourite. mode:and make profelytes.to our 
own opinion and party, than. to promote. the. honour of 
| Jefus Chrift and the happinefs. of immortal fouls, Were 
this the cafe, we thould, indeed, be much to, blame, and. 
greatly difgrace our Chriftian character. .‘ But. why are 
* the Baptilts. to he thus reprefented ? Do they affirm that 
‘ the kingdom of Chrift is confined.to them? that they 
* only have the true, religion. among them? and that, 
‘ unlefs.men: are of their, party, they will not be faved? 
* Do they, with fuccefs. to none that, are employed in the 
 ¢-.yineyard, but themfelves? or fay of others, en in. 
the fame common: caufe,..Mafter forbid. them, because 


they follow not. with-us?, On, the contrary, do they 
profefs. a. warm efteem and affection for. all thofe 
whatever communion, who love the Lord Chrift, and’ 
3 * aimtopromote his caufe inthe world? and do they notgive: 
 * proof of this, by holding a friendly correfpondence with 
them. as opportunities, offer; and by. cordially joining: 

* them. in occafional exercifes of publick worhhip? It is- 
«not the difinguithing tenet of Baptifm, .how much fo- 
knits them in. affection-to.one another:\it isthe infinitely 
_ © nobler confideration of the relation they ftand in to Chrift: 

as his: difciples, They hope: therefore, to: be believed 
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é the arms of Chriftian love the friends of Fefus, who di fier 
«from them in this point? and-to be farther believed when 
add) they hold the temper and condu& ofthe 
“furious zealot for Baptifm,° who fails in his allegiance to 

| “in fovereign contempt *’, 

Nob ite icy iver pleiid for infant bapeifin per- 
under whofe eenfare the generality of ws have the un- 


happinels' to fill.” Se very ‘peculiar is our fituation,” that 


iéine ‘even of “Gut ‘Baptift- brethren; charge us with being 
the and we do not receive Padobaptifts 
~ Into communion ; “a practite which they have adopted and 

| warmly defend. “Nay, fome of them have boldly déclared, . 
that oar conduct by refufirig fo to do, is * greatly prejudicial 
the honour’ and: intereft of true religion, and “nor 4 
CONTRIBUTING To THE CAUSE OF INFIDE- 
| This, it be. allowed; is a bome thruf?. 
We'have need, confequently, ‘td be provided with armour 


of proof; with Robur et As tripiex. Efpecially, confider- 
ing, that this charge is laid againft us, by two of our 
brethren, under thofe refpectable charatters, Tus Canpip, 


ae Peace Fut. Forwhen fuch amiable and venerable 


‘and’ Pract, ‘unite in prefering 


bill of indi€tment againft a fuppofed offender, the grand 


(Gary can hardly*forbear prejudging the caufe, by finding 


at true bill, before they have examined fo much asone 
 witnefs on either ]de.—-Mr. Bunyan alfo, who zealoutly 


pleaded the canfe of free communion, when it was yet in 


infancy, and who intitled one of his publications im de- 
fence’ of “favoarite hypothefis, ‘Peacewble principles and 


Camprbus and in thir Map Pfr om 


nion. 
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fered from hij in that particular, in a fimilar way. Yes, 
notwithftanding Mr.: Busyan’s candid, catholic, peace- 
able principles; and though he was, at that very time, 
pleading for candour,, catholicifm,. and peace, in the 
| churches of Chrift; he draws:up a long litt of hateful con- . 
fequences, and charges them to the account of his brethren’s 
eonduét, merely becaufe they did not admit Pdobaptifts 
into communion with them. . The defign of the following 
| pages, therefore, is to thew, That we cannot receive Pado- 
baptifts into,.communion..at.the Lord’s table, without do-« 
ing.violence to our profefied, fentiments, as Baptifts; and 
to an{wer the principal objections which thefe our brethren 
have ftarted againft us. In doing of which, I hall argue 
with, them on their own principles, as Proteftant Diffenters 
Antipedobaptitts; which kind of argumentation 
always, both fair and. forcible,. when. rightly ap- 


..My ‘not here expec a difeufion of the mode 
fabjed of Baptifm ; for it is not that ordinance, con- 
fidered. in itfelf, or as detached from other appointments 
of Jefus Chrift; ; but. the ordgr,in,which it is placed, and 
conneion in which. it ftands, with the Lord’s fupper, 
that are the fabjet of our inquiry. Nor will my Pedo- 
baptift brethren be offended, if I affame, as truths and facts, 
things which are -controverted between them: and us: be- 
caufe I do not here difpute with t4em, but with fach as pro- 
fefs themfelves Baptits, yet practice free communion. And 
) though. I look upon the former as under a miftake, mre- 
gard.to baptifm; 1 confider them.as acting, notonly con- 
, but confiftently with: their, own principles, in 
—sgefpegt: of. that ordinance; while I view, the conduét of the 
latter, not. only as contrary to. the. order of the primitive 
Chriftian churches, but as. inconfiffent with their own avow- 
ed fentiments; which diforder and harman: I thall 
now endeavour 
's E T. 
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SECTION 


munion at the Lord*s Table, to Padobaptif? believers— 


| Novelty of the Sentiment and Pra@ice of our Brethren, who 
plead fer Free Communion; and the 


HE following: pofitions are fo tik and 
fo generally admitted by Proteftant Diffenters, that 
will not be difputed by ‘wiry 
‘plead for free communion. 
Our divine Lord, in whom are hid alt the withires of 
 wifdom and knowledge, is perfe&ly well qualified to 
_ judge, what ordinances are proper to be appointed, and 
what meafures are neceflary to be purfued, in order to ob- 
tain the great defign of religion among mankind— Be- 
ing head over all things to the church, he poffefits the 
-higheft authority to appoint fuch ordinances of divine wor- 
fhip, and to enaét fuch laws for the government of his — 
houfe, as are agrecable to his unerring wifdom and calcu~ 
lated to promote the important obje&s he has in view > 
whieh appointments and laws muft bind the fubjects of his 
tin the ftriéteft manner—Having loved thechurch 
to the moft aftonifhing degree, even fo as to give himfelf 
a ranfom for her; he nruit be confidered, as having made 
the wifeft and: the beft appointments, as having given the 
mot falutary and perfe& laws, with a view to promote her 
-happinefs, and as means of his own glory—Thefe laws and _ 
ordinances are committed to writing and contained’in the 
Bible: which heavenly volume is the rule of our faith'and = | 
pradtice,’ in things pertaining to religion ; our complete 
and rule, in all things relating to the inftiteuted 


worfhip of God and the order of hishoufe. Sothatwe | 
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fhould not receive any thing, as an article of our creed, 
which is not contained iit; do nothing, asa part of di- 


r vine worfhip, not commanded by it; neither omit, nor 
alter any thing that has the fan¢tion of our Lord’s appoints 


ment—Nor have we any reafon to expe&t, that our divine 


2 Lawgiver and fOvereign Judge will accept our folemn fer- 
‘vices, any further we follow thofe directions which he 


has given, without addition, alteration, or diminution. 
“« What thing foever I command you, obferve to doit: 
‘thou fhalr not add thereto, nor diminifh from it ;” werey 
the injun&tions of Jenovan to the ancient I{raelitith ‘charch 


'—6e Teaching them to obferve all things, whatfoever I haye, 
commanded you ;” is the requifition of Jesus Cuarisr, 
to all his miniftering fervants*. 


In the worhhip of God there cannot be either obedience, 


| or faith, unlefs we regard the divine appointments. Not, 
= obedience ; for that fuppofes a precept, or what is equivalent, 


to it. Not faite; for that requires a promife, or fome di-_ 


vine. detlaration. If, then, we aét without a command, 


& we have reafon to apprehend that-God will fay to us, as he 
3 did to Ifrael of old, ** Who hath required this at your, 
hand??? And,’ on the contrary, when our, divine Sove-, 


reign enjoins the performance of any duty, to deliberate is, 
difloyalty; to difpute is rebellion.—* Befievers, who really. 


« attend to. communion, with Jefus Chrift, fays a judicious 

‘ author, do labour keep their hearts chaite.to him in. 
his ordinances,-inftitutions, and worhhip, They will 
“ ceive nothing, practife nothing, own nothing, in his wor- 
thip, but .what.is of his appointment.. They know that. 

‘ from the foundation.of the world he never did allow, nor 
* ever will, that. in any thing the nwill-of the creatures 
thould: be :the: mea/ure..of his honour, or.the grinciple of 
his 'worhhip, either to matter or mapnier, wan a. 


. Deut. nil. 32. Matt, xguiii, $ ad Acc, 
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© @ peremptory purpofe of ho further obfervance than may 


(though they" be ‘ver "holy" and’ good 
from the authority of him that inftitutes them +*. 


22 Aw APOLOGY rok THE BAPTIST. 
“© witty and true fenfe that one gave of the fecond dbiielaba: . 


“ment; Nox imagoy non fimulachrum probibetur ; fed, non 
Cfacits tibi, “Te is a making to ourfelves, an inventing, 2 


“finding Gut ways of worfhip or means of honouting God, 


“not by him appointed, that is fo feverely forbidden *’.— 


TO ferve God otherwife than'he requireth, fays another 
“fearned’ writer; is not to ‘worfoip, ‘but to rob and mock 
“him, “In God’s fervice, it is a greater fin to do that 
which we are not to do, than not to do that which we — 
© @re commanded, This is but a fin of omiffion ; but that 
“afin of faerilege and high contempt. "In this we eRe: 
_ © the law only with difficulty; but in that with folly. 
this’ we difcover our weaknef to do the will, but in 


‘we declare our impudence’and arrogancy to controul the 
“wifdom of God. In this we acknowledge our own infuffici- 
“ency; in that we deny the all-fufficiency and plenitude 
“of God’s own law—We fee the abfurdity and wickednefs 
‘ of will-worthip, when the fame man who is to perform 
“the Obedience, thall dare to appoint the laws ; 3 implying 


* confift with the allowance of his own judgment. Where- 
“as true Obedience muft be grounded on the maje/y of that 
“power that ‘commands, ‘hot‘on the judgment the fub- 

gs of benefit of the precept impofed. ‘Divine lawst require 


‘ obediente, not fo mach from the quality ty of the things 


"That the ‘gofpel fioald Ye preached in’all- ‘ations for 
the obedience’ of faith’; “and “that, utider’ certain teftric- 
tions, ‘they Yeceive ‘thé truth fhould be formed into a 


Rate) ew Can it equally clear, from 


the ‘foregoing péfitions, that it betorigs to the reme, 
of Jefus to appoint thé 


an 
| 
. 
| 
3 
| | 
| { 
ai 
4 
4 
| 
" 
| 
4 
| Le 
i 
i 
4 
ha, 
. 
ad 


Ax APOLOGY: rox THe BAPTISTS. 23 


conditions on which his people thall have a place in his 
houfe and a feat at his table. For we cannot fuppofe, 
with any appearance of reafon, that thefe conditions are 
arbitrary; or fach as every diftinét community may, think 


| fit'to impo. No; a gofpel church has no more power 
_ to fix the terms of communion, or to fet afide thofe pre- 
 feribed by Jefus Chrift, than to make a rule-of faith, or 
to fertle ordinances of divine worfhip. This is one cha- 
ratteriftic of church, as diftinguithed from a civil /ociety; 
| the terms of ‘admiffion into the /atter are. difcretional 
__ provided they do. not interfere with any divine law ;. but 
_ thofe of the former are fixed by him who is King in Zion, 
'~ No congregation of religious profeffors, therefore, has any 
4 authority to make the door!of admiffion into their commu-. 
| nion, either ftraiter, or wider, than Chrift - himfelf has 
made The original form of this houfe, [i.e..the 
_ «church of Chrift] was not precarious and uncertain; to 
be’ altered, ‘and changed, and “broke in, upon by man, 
‘by any’ fet .of men, at pleafure.. This would reflest 
 * oni the wifdom aad ‘care, as well as on the fteadinefs of . 
Chiift} who is in his honfe, as, well .as-inthe highett 
© heavens, the fleady and the faichful Jefus ; the fame yefter- 
‘day, to day, and for ever, and not in the leaft given to 
‘change: but its is fixed, particularly in the New 


‘ Teflament.. Had not Mofes, nor any, of..the. elders of 
Iftael, fo.. much power over; the tabernacle as.to alter or 


1) * change 2 pin thereof? and with what face can man pre- 


‘tend to a power to model and alter at pleafure gofpel 


a « churches? As if Chrift, the true Mofes, had forgot,» or 


* negleéted, to, leave with, us the pattern of the houfe +’. 
Ba ptifm and the Lord’s fupper are pofitive appointments: 
in the Chrifiian. church, about which we cannot know: 
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oeber: Gireétion this fort Willhave 


and not the! thofe who 


hat’ there conneétion thi! two pofitive in- 
“ftitutions of che New ‘Feltament) the word 
God; and'that one of then muft be'prior'to the other, 


facred fapper 
tiom is, (iF a doubt be moved ‘dn a poin 


third centuries, who. -Prgtended, a-regard tothe narne of Jefus Chrift, 
yet rejetted baptifm,. is ‘readily allowed; but then, ‘ft may béob- 


NY, writer afferte; ‘tie: 6F the 


FOR ret BAP STs, 
i< ‘T Boe 
$, oF or defign, exce except from the revealed -will of theis 
t Thitied Bor, asa writer obferves,”* All 
ive aties, ‘or fach' by inftitution dione, 
entirely’ upon thetwilt und declaration Of the 
“fon, ‘who: inftitutes’ of ofitaitis' thet}. with felpect to’ the 
“Heal défiphand'end Of ‘thei; and to. 


of perforthing’ them. behoves'as, ‘théres 


fore, well to confider the rule’ whith our Lérd hasigiven 4 
felating thefe /* Becaitfel' we Rkve 


*Fecourle to invention; whieh amakes thein Our own | 


ih of’ adminittration,, is evident fromthe nature of 
things: for’a’ perfon ‘cannot baptivelland receive the 
at fameinftant. Here, then,’ thequef- 

nt fo evident, 
‘without: affronting conimon ‘ferife)' which of-dhem'tias the 
previous Claim on a real"corivert’s Obédiénce? ‘Baprivim, or 
‘the Lord's fupper? Uf we appeal: tO the perfuafion®and 4 
prabice of Chriftians im jall’nations and:in'every age it will 
‘Clearly appear, ‘That the former was univerfally confidetrd, 


| ToThat there were people of. different denominations in the fecond 4 


ferved, that many of them had efftem forthe Lord's fopper. 


feripturés themfelves, ‘Nor am ignorant that Socinhusyin the 

‘Latter of the fixteerith cedtary, ‘dontiderdt 
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quifite for fellowfhip i in. the latter, till about the middle of 
©) the lait century, here in England ; ‘when fome few of the 
)) Baptifts began to. call it in queftion, and prattically to 
® deny it. This our brethren now do, who defend and prac: 
tile free, communion... For they admit Pzedobaptifts to the 
Lord’s. table ; though, on their OWN PRINGIPLES, in- 
fant fprinkling is not baptifm.  _ 
This appears from, hence, That is baptifm which | 
Chrift appointed, as fuch... That, therefore, which eflen-. . 
_ =) tially differs from what he appointed, cannot be baptifm. . 
(pj But they believe, as well,as we, that, Padobaptifm, as 
now. prattifed, effentially . differs. from the tment . 
of Chrift, both.as to. mode and. fubject: yetamodeofad- 
| mijniftration,, and a fubje&t to whom it fhould be adminif- 
| tered, are. neceflary to the exiftence of baptifm, as.an.0r- 
dinance, of Chrift; for without thefe it is only an abftratt 
notion. If, then, the proper fubjett be a profe/ing believer, 
and, the appointed mode smmer/ion.in water, which they 
maintain asiwell.as wes) not.real-baptifm where, thefe 
wanting... Agzeeable faying, of|jan ancient 
writer: ‘ They who: are not rightly. baptized, are, doubt- 
not baptized at all* that,our brethren do not 
 confider, infant sprinkling as having the eflentials of Chrif- 
tian baptifm. in .it, -is _put..beyond a, doubt by their own 
condutt,. For they ..no, more feruple to: baptize profeffing 
believers, who, haye. been fprinkled intheir infancy, than 
we do: and I prefume, they. are. not very,.fond ig 


ganifm, or Mahometanifm ; but out with: w) om now 
concerned Will hardly allow, that focieties formed on the principles of 
thofe ancient Corrapters of Chriftianity, nor yet oh thofe oF | 
aré worthy to be called, ov Cuntets VidsSurcerum, — 
fab voce Barrens and Ore 
Baptifium. site: non ~habeant, fine: dubio gon 
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| ds proper if they allow that, 
thé’afperfion of infants has the eflentials of baptifminit.: 
 Phis, then, isa fact, a notorious, undeniable fa, thar 
our brethren practically deriy the neceflityof baptifmin 7 
| order to communion at the facred fupper: for they donot, | 
‘cannot 'believe the afperfion of infants to be Chriftian 
baptifm, without rendering themfelves obnoxious to the 
charge of Anabaptifm. A fentiment fo peculiariand 
conduct fo uncommon as theirs are, in regard to this'infti- 
or requite to be well fupported by the teftimony of the 
Holy *Ghott:- For were all the Chriftian churches how in 
thé world‘alked, except thofe few that'plead for 
manion$ ‘whéther they*thought it lawfal to‘admit 
tized believersto fellowhhip’ at the Lord’s table? ‘there is 
reafon to conclude they would readily unite-in‘that-decla-_ 
ration of Paul; “* We SUCH CUSTOM, NEITHER 
CuyacneEs’ or Gop” «that were beforeus. 
confidering the novelty of their fentiment and condn<t, and 
whata contradifion they. are to the faith and-order ‘of ‘the 
church s—confidering that it ‘mever was 
difpated, . fo far as-1.canJearn, prior to the fixteenth'cen-— 
tury, by orthedox or heterodox, by. Papifts .or Ptotef-— 
tants, wether wnbaptized believers. fhould be admitted to 
| the ‘Lord’s table; ‘they all agreeing in the contrary prace 
tide, they differed im shasters of equal im-" 
portance; it may be reafonably expected, and is by*us 
july: demanded, ‘that’the trurh of their fentiment'and the 
OF theit comdagt; thould be'prowed, “rial proved 
iii from: the, records..of infpiration... A man may.eafily =| 
his fondnefs for novelty, and the deference he pays to his“ || 
underftanding,. by. boldly controyerting the opinions ., 
and, zefolutely gppofing the. prattice.of the wifefand.the. 
belt, of men in-every, age; theim- 
putation, of arroganes, he. mutt demonttrasé, ‘thagithe. 
things heoppoles are, vulgar errors, which have'nothing to 
them but great and general editor. 
Our 
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- Our perfuafion, therefore, concerning the neceffity of bap-— 
tifm as a term of communion, having had the fanétion of 


univerfal belief and univerfal pra&tice for almoft fixteen 


_handred years, it lies on our brethren’ to’ prove thatit 
-falfe and unfcriptural; and to thew, from the’New Tefta- 
ment, that theirs has the ftamp of'divine authority, 
‘But is it not ftrangé, ftrange to'aftonithment, if the'fcrip- 
tures’ contain ‘their fentiment and vindicate their conduct, 
that it never was difcovered by any who acknowledged the . 
proper’ Deity, the eternal dominion, and the complete 
fatisfaftion Jefus Chrift,: till the, latter end of the lait 
century? feeing, long before then, almoft everyprinciple 


ofthe Chriftian faith, almoft every branch of Chriftian 


worthip, ‘had been’ the fabje&, either of learned, ‘or un- 

learned» controverfy, among fuch as thought’ themfelves 
the’ difeiples of Jefus Chrift. The Quakers arofe, ii 
is well “known, about thé:time when this new fentiment 
) was'firft'adopted in England ;; and they entirely renounced 


baptifm, ‘as. well as the Lord’s fapper.: ‘Bat, far asap. 
pédts, that deaomination ‘never! fuppofed, 
that ‘they who thought’ ittheit daty to celebrate the fucred 
fapper; were at liberty to do it 
4 i) Here 1 cannot but remark, ‘with how little affection and 
reverende the pofitive inftitutions and ‘the” authority of 


Chritt: weretreared; “in this if_and, °in ‘the century. 
The ingenious atthor Gf ihe Pilgr int’ s Prdgre/s Was one of 
firft, ‘in’ this Kingdom, ‘who dated to affert, that the 


want of baptifin fs Bar to contmunion, and aéted accord- 


ingly. The Quakers arifing # little Befote’him, proceed. 


eda ftep further; and entirely cafhiered both ‘baptifm ‘and 
the fupper of our Lord’; ‘looking upon them, as ‘ow, ‘car- 
sal," temporary Much: refpett,°l allow, is 
due*to'the’ charatter of Bowtean: He’ wis eihinent 


"of ‘Jefes Chritt,' ahd ‘patiently fiffeted-in his 
fter’s Many Of his writings have been greatly 
fal’ to the cliurch ‘of God, and feine'of then; “it is proba- 


name, with’‘honour, to future ages. 
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or piety appeared in this bold innovation. The difviples a 
of Geoace Fox, though lefs conformable to the word of | 


-veries, Of which mankind -had never before conceived? 


h peer theological knowledge, by thofe of a Jester and a 
- Bunyan. Did the former, by deep refearches into the 


AN APOLOGY FOR THE. BARTISIS. 
Bat yet I cannot perfuade myfelf, that either his judgment 


God, more confiftently with their own principles, 7 
than did the juftly cefebrated Dazamer then, or our bre- 
thren who prattife free communion A 

But I forget myfelf. The. taf century was the 
provement in light and liberty. Je light; as well divine, | 
philofophical. In real philofophical fcience, by the 
_boursiof a Bacow, a Boyie, and aNewron. In 


fyftem oftnature, furprife and inftra& the world by difco- 


“The Jetter, penetrating into the gofpel fyftem, amufed 
‘mankind, by caiting new light on the pofitive inftitutions 
of Jefus Chrift, and by placing baptifin among things 
-Of little importance in the Chriftian religion ; of which no “ 
ancient theologue had ever dreamed—none, we have 
fon to'think, that loved the Lord: Redeemer. fiberty 
not lefs religious than civil; in the church the 
Did the ftruggles of real. patriotifm, andithe Ab- 
_) dication of a Popith Prince, make way for true liberty in 
the lajter? 'The repealing of Chrift’s . pofitive -laws by 
Fox, and Baactay, and the prattical claim of a difpenf- 
power by Jssssy.and Bunyan, made. way forthe 
_Som af he among the Indians have | 
charged, by refpectable authorities, with concealing 
the doBine of the their hearers, left they should 
be tempted to defpife the great Founder of the Chriftian re- 7 a 
Jigion, becaufe-he made his exit on a gibbet; and. with 
their principal aim, to’perfuade the poor igno- 
Tant creatures to be baptized; shes. cher 
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-delufion on at an ‘impidus 
the! of redee ming andthe 
regenerating power “Of the Holy aly Sp pirit Buy were’ Orie of 
our miniftering brethren, en, who plead for’ fide 


| 


to” Be fent ent as a ary nto thofe parts of the world; 
u he, réfume, woul ‘hot in the ‘Tealt danger’ of thus 
ng *baptitm; and of its great 
No; he ‘would. boldly preach crucified and rifen Jéfus, 
‘4 as only oF hope for his hearers ; anid,” if the 
of his labours with conliderable fuc- 


inc wi hat “he had learned from | the New ‘Tel, 
tament, to a _golpel. church—its nature and ordi- 
nances, its privileges, duties, and great utility, In doing 
of ay hich, ,he ‘he sould forbear, to ‘mention bapii/m, as as 
‘an appointment ‘of hi his 3 divine Matter: but though he: might 
‘Bis. he ‘could not, require | 
fon tc to. it as previoufly neceflary. to their i om 
Is chu ur their having together 
sable. és might, indeed, recommend Af to 
As as having. fomething, agreeable i in it 
they. did 3 or if, any other. 
defirous of being | formed” into.a church. 


ugh not of OF. ‘would 


his { ellow. mfionaries, they "puch bapul 

the he pl “of fhe | Saviour, he his: cammand 
afide ; ‘they make it aLty 
D 3 and 


Tk 


| 


he 
« 
4 
a 
4 


30 *APOLOGY BAPTISTS, 


and he make it norsinc.—And were a narrative 
fuch proceedings ;to fall into the hands-of a Padobaptit,. 


who had never heard of any that prattifed, or pleaded, for — 
free. communion, what, a fingular figure. it would make.in 


his view! ‘A minifter of Jefus Chrift, he would v4 
“gathering a Charch among the Fridians,, and fidminiite 
“ing ‘che? facred fupper, yet all his communicants vad 
“tized? Strange, indeed !—A Chriftian minifter, called: 
Baerast, ‘entirely omitting ‘that wery: ordinance from 
«which he takes hisdenomination ! ‘This is ftranger'fiill 
Barrists,:of all men, are faid to'love qwarer 


“‘and-to be fond of bapti/n. Tt exceeds the bounds of cre- 
dibility: ‘but, if it be a fa&t, he is the oddeft mortal 
Sand: the moft unaceountable Baptift that ever lived. “For 


does violence td his own diftinguifhhing fentiment, 
Sand ts guiley"of de fe. ‘Like Job’s leviathan, he 
his equal on earth: an unheard-of phenomenon 
*in' the teligious world,*and will probably ‘be the wonder 
“ofa 
“b fees that I fear the pen of ecclefiaftical’hiftory wil! 
* always’ be doubtfal what td ca// him, or: under what de- 
© nomination of religious profeffors he claims’a place 
Such would be the furprifé and futh the reffec&tions»ofi the’ 
 Jearned and the vulgar, (who ‘had not heard of Baptifts 


_ ‘Chriftians “now. in the world, for are 
cfpable of ‘réalizing fuch a report. sn: 


"Bat were fach a fingalar. conduct laws 
éf Chrit oragweable to the truly primitive pattern; the: 


farprife and. she cenGure of weak, fallible: mortals; would be 
of little* importance?’ For it is not:the approbation: of 


men, ‘but the revelation of God, that is ouronly rule in 
‘the’ of vine inftitutions, that: reve- 
tation, therefore;-we muft appeal, and by it the fentiment 
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yet unborn. Bot the ambiguity ofhis charafter 


that plead. for free communion; they being the only 
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againft Fret Casio’ atthe Lord? Table 


é 


think, (allowed, the ender 
neiion of pofitive appdintments: in divine. worhhip, de- 


pend as much on the fovereign. pleafare of the great Legif- 
latot, asthe. appointments themfelves: and iffo,: we are 


equally bound ¢o regard that order and connection, .in their 


adminiftration,. as to obferve the, appointments.-at all. 


Whoever, therefore, objets to that. order, or deviates from 
it, oppofes that fovereign authority by which thofe branch- 
es of worfhip were firft inftituted.—For inftance ;, Baptifm 
and the Lord’s fupper, it is allowed on all hands, are pe 
ftive ordinances; and, as fuch, they depend for their very 


exiftence on ‘the: fovereign will of God, Confequently, 


which of them fhould be. adminiftered prior tothe other, 
(as well as, to what per/fons, in what way, and for what end) 
muft depend entirely on the will of their divine Author. 
His determination muft fx ; ane 
matt guide our practice. 

‘> Here, then,’ the queftion i is, Has our fovereign Lord re- 
is will, in regard to this matter? To the law 
4: and to the teftimony— How readeft thou ?”—~To determine 


the query, we may firft confider the order of sime, inywhich 


the two pofitive inftitutions of the New. Teftament were 
appointed: ‘That baptifm was an ordinance of God, that 


to it was:required; and that it was adminiftered 
to multitudes, before the facred fupper was heard or 


are andeniable facts. There, never was 


atime, .fince> the miniftry of our Lord’s forerunner com- 


menced, in which at was not the duty of repenting and be- 


_heving finners ta be: baptized. The venerable, Joum, the 


twelve. and the Sox or Gop INCATDA gil 
united ‘in recommending baptifm, at a time when it would 
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had the priority, in, point ~of inftitution;,whichisapre- 
fam ptive evidence that it has, and ever will have, a prior 
claim on our obedience.So, under.the ancient oeconomy, 
Sfacrifices and were ere, 2ppointed . and. practifed in 
the patriarchal ages';, in the time of Mofes, . the Pye 
Seaft and. burning intenfe itt the “holy. place, were appoint- 
ed by the God’ of Ifracl. ‘But two former, being, priot 
in point -of, inftitution, always had the priority in order of 
Let us now confider the sede: of in that. 
fioh which was given to the ambaffadors of, rift. » Fe who 
is King in Zion, when alferting the plenitude of his legif- 
lative authority, and. giving direétions to his miniftering 
fervants, with, great folemnity.” fays ALL. POWER is 
to me in heaven-and in earth, Go. thereforc, 
and.teach all Aations, them. in dhe name of 
the Father,..and .of the Son, and of the Holy Ghoh: 
*¢teaching them to OBSERV MALL THINGS SORVER 
HAVE-€COMMANDED you Such is. the high com- 
miffion, and fuch the. exprefs command, of, Him who.i sid 
Logp ‘oF when. addrefling shoie that were called,to 
preach his. word, and. acdminifter his 
\ jt is -manifelt, she commiffion 
all: to: teach; then—-what?,, To, baptize 2. edaainifier 
‘the Lota’ sjuprer leave. common 
perfuaded the will give her verdict, in fa- 
vourj,T will. venture. to. adds. 4. limited commiffion in- 
Nil of fuch things as age pot consained in 
cand-pefisive, laws imply their . For, infaoce : 
God commanded Abram. al 
coactuded, that_neither cipcumcidion, nor.aay 
of afigniler nature, was tobe ered ta.his 


conimatided that believers thouid. be pe, baptized, wichous 


menuoning 
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~Mentioning any others; he tacitly prohibived \that ordi- 


nance from being adminiftered to infants: fo, by parity 
of reafon, if the fame fovereign Lord commanded, that 


believers fhould be baptized—baptized immediately after 
they have made a profeffion of faith; then he muft n- | 
tend, that the adminiftration of baptifm fhould be prior to 
a reception of the Lord’s fupper: and, confequently, tacitly 
probibits every unbaptized perfon sities communion at 
his table. 

The order of adminiftration in the primitive and apoffo- 
lie pradice, now demands our notice. That the apoftles, 
when endued with power from on high, underftood our 
Lord in the fenfe for which we plead, and praétifed ac- | 
cordingly, is -quite. evident. ' For thus it is written; 
‘** Then they that gladly received his word were”’—what ? 
admitted to the I.ord’s table? No; but ** saptizep. And 


the fame day there were added unto them about three 
fouls. And they continued ftedfaftly in the 


““apoftles doGrine and fellowfhip, in breaking of bread 
*‘ and in prayer *”’.—Now, in regard to the members of 
this firft Chriftian church, either our opponents conclade 
that they were all baptized, or they do not. If the latter, 


whence is their conclufion drawn? Not from: the facred 
_ __~hiftorian’s narrative. For thence we learn, that they whofe 
hearts were penetrated by keen convictions, were exborted 


to be baptized—that they who gladly received the truth 
“were afually baptized—and that they who:were baptized, 
and they only, for any thing that appears to the contrary, 


were added to the church. Either, therefore, our: bre- 
thren muft, in this cafe, infer without premifes and con- 


clude without evidence; or they muft have recourfe to fome. 


_ divine declaration, not contained in this context. But, m — 


what book, in what chapter, in what verfe, is any decia- 
ration found, relating to’ this church at Jerufalem, that 
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34° An APOLOGY ror tHe BAPTISTS, 
our brethren allow, that all the members of this beath a. 
poftolic church were baptized ; then, eithertheyconfider the = ** 
conftitution of it, in that refpect, as expreffive ofthe mind 
of,Chriit, and as a model for fucceeding churches, or they bi 
donot, the former, either Jefus‘Chrift difcoveted fome 
defe&t in that plan of ‘proceeding,’ and, in'certain cafes, 
countermanded his.firft order, or the conduét of jour bre- 
thren muft be wrongs they admitting:perfons to commu- ul 


nion, who, on their own principles, are not baptized. 2 
But if they do mot look upon this apoftolic precedent, 25 ie 
expreflive of the mind of ‘Chrift, and as a pattern for fu- 
ture imitation tothe ead of the world; they muft confider 


the apoftles, either as ignorant of! our Lord’s will, or is 
unfaithful in the performance of it. Confequences the{c, ‘a 
which cannot be admitted, without “ greatly prejudicing the 
honour and intereft of true religion, and not a little 
A tributing. to the caufe of infidelity:’ for which reafun 
- they will, nG doubt, be abhorred by all our brethren. 
Again; manifett from that ‘fir: and moft authentic 
hiftory of. the primitive Chriftian church; contained‘in the 
of the. apottles 5 that-after finners had received the 
truth and believed in Jefus Chyrih, they »were “exhorted 
and commanded, by unerring teachers, to: be baptized 
without delay... For shus:we «read ** Repent and pez. 
every one, of When they believed 
Philip, preaching:the things concerning the'kingdom of 
"God, and the name: of Jefus:Chrift, theywere baprive/, 
with thy ‘heart,..thou mayeft.: And hean- 
fwered and faad,: believe that Jefus Chrift.is the Son of 
God: And he commanded. the chariot” to ftand fill: 
and! they went: down ! both «into the. watery: both Philip 
(the ieunuch,: and)he dapsined And was bap- 
tized, he and: all his ftraightway+~Many of ‘the Cotin- 
¢ahians, hearing, believed, anid were now, 
why thou? AND BE 
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7 Viele Chrift. And it isequally clear, from the laft of 


‘baptiim; that he urged the confideration of thofe. very 


? ** any: man forbid water, that thefé fhould not be: baptized, 
whiclr‘have received the Holy Ghoft, as well as we? 
the Lord itiis abundantly evident, that bap- 

days, was far from being efteemed an in- 
_ different thing ; and equally far from being deferred, «ll. 
‘the: Chriftian converts had enjoyed communion. at the: 
_ Lard’s: table for-months and years.. Yes, it appears with 
“the brighteft evidence, that a fubmiffion to baptifm was 
‘the firft, the. .very public a& of obedience, to which 


“of.a perfon’s acceptance with God, though attended with | 


-noured, fhould: fubmit,-to ‘it: immediately: ‘Confequently, 
“while, our, brethren revere: the authority by which the 


ing, is not baptifm; they are obliged, in virtue ‘of thefe. 
ancient, precedents, and’ by all.that is amiable ina confit. 
“tent_cofdud, admit none to communion at the Lord’s. 


“table, whom. ithey do noticonfider really baptized ac- 


to. believe, that the apofiles were invefted with a 


| 
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And. he comMAN Dep: them Japtized in the name of 


th Jews and Gentiles were called, after they believed in 
thofe paflages here tranfcribed,) that the higheft evidence © 
the baptifm: of the Holy: Spirit in the beftowal of miracu- 
lous gifts, was fo.far, inthe account:of Peter, from fuper- 
“feding , the neceflity of a fubmiffion to the ordinance of 


facts, as a reafon why they who were fo bleffed and ho- 


aéted,. and while they believe that infant: Sprinks 


cording to the command of Chrift——-Nor Have we the leat’ 


difcretional power, to.alteriour Lord’s’ ‘inftitucions’ as they 
think proper ;ueither as'to mode; or fubjeé, or 


Peheig, order and connettion one with another. No; they 
never pretend to any power; they‘ucterly difelaim it.) 
us hear the declaration.ef-one; the: Janguage of all; 
Band that in regard to the facred:fyppers** Fhave 
] or, THe that, whichealfo 
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Andagain, relating to his doétrine in general, when writing 
_ to the fame people and in the fame epiftle, he fays; ‘‘ I de- 


livered unto you THAT WHICH I ALSO RECEIVED ®.”’ 


being only f/ervants in the houfe of God, 


had no more authority to alter:or difpenfe with an ordi- 
nance of Jefus Chrift, than any other minifter of the word. 


Their apoftolic gifts and powers did not at all inveft them : 


with a right of /egiflation in the kingdom of their divine 


Lorn. They were ftill but fewards ; as fuch they claimed — 


regard from the churches, in which they laboured and to 
which they wrote: at the fame time freely acknowledging, 


that it was their indifpenfable duty to ‘* be found faith- | 


«< fal” in the whole extent of their office ; they being account- 


able to the great Head of the church. They acted, there- 


fore, in the whole compafs of their duty, under the com- 


mand, and by the direGtion of the afcended Jefus. Nay, 


the more they were honoured and blefled by him, the 
more were they bound: to obey the leat incimation his 


two inftitutions it will appear, that baptifm ought to pre- 


cede. In fubmitting to baptifm, we have an emblem of 
our tinion and communion with Jefus Chrift, as our great 


tative, in his death, burial and refurrection : at 
the fame time declaring, that we ** reckon ourfelves 


** tq be dead indeed unto fin, but alive to God ;” pe 
that it is our defire, as well as our duty, to divende 


veved to him. And as, in baptifm, we profefs to 


we grow, vir- 
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food by which we live, 
tue of which we hope : 
| are born of God bi 
but once; but'as our fpirisual) life is maintained by 
3 
q the . continued agency of divine: grace, and the com- 
fort 
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Oe 
fort of it enjoyed by the habitual of faith on: the. 
dying Redéémer; ‘fo it is‘ our duty and. privilege: ¥requantly . 
have often’ ‘called baptifm, :the facrament of:wegemera-: 
tion) or of tnitiation ; “and Lord’s fepper, 
ment of therefore, confider the 
order’ of timey in’ which thefe wo infitutions. were: ap- 
or'the’ order of .evords, \in' the great icommifiion 
siver by our Lord to his’ miniftering fervants; or the,order 
‘of adminiftration inthe apoffolic pradices or the different 
of the two folema appointments, a fubmiffion 
to ‘baptifm ought ever to precede a reception of the Lord’s 
 fapper. » Or, thould any one queftion the validity of this. 
_ inference, I would only afk; Whether; in regard to the - 
- facred fupper he might. not as well deny. the neceflity of 
always blefing the bread, before it be broken; or of break 
| ing. the bread, . before it be received; or of receiving the 
| bread, before the wine?. Or, by what better. arguments, 
 he-‘would prove theoppofite condué, either unlawful. or 
| : improper? Nay, if thefe declarations, and Sats, and prece- 
| dents, be not fuflicient to determine the point in-onr favour; 
it*will be exceedingly. hard, if not impoffible, to conclude 
_ Withrcertainty, in. what order any two inftitutions that 
God ever appointed, were to be adminiftered. For, fure- 
| ly,- that order of proceeding which agrees with the ¢ime in 
_ which two inftitutions -were appointed ; with the words in 
which the obfervation of them was enjoined; with the 
adminifiration of.them. by.wnerring teachers; and with their 
, | different fignification, mutt be the order of truth, the order 
) of propriety, and the order of duty, becaufe it is the order 
of Andour brethren will do well to remember; that 
when Paul-commends the Corinthians for ‘* keeping, the 
as THEY WERE: DELIVERED TO.THEM;” 
© itis plainly and ftrongly implied,that divine ordinances are 
giver us-to deep; that they-who keep them as they .qwere 
= inflituted, are to be commended; and that they who do 
not hep them at all, or obferve, them in a diferent order or 
E manner 
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manuer from that at firft appointed, are worthy of cenfure, | 
Nor isthe order in which the two pofitive inftitutions of 
Jefus Chrift fhould be adminiftered, lefs clearly exprefied 


in-the New Teftantent, than the mode and fubjeé of bap- 


tifm, ‘This, however, is a notorious fat, that while 
Jatter have been much and warmly difputed, the former does 


hot appear to have been ever called in qieftion by the real — 


difciples of Chritt; except in the conduct of thofe few that 


plead for free communion. They, indeed, prattically deny 


that which appears clear as the fun, to all other Chrifti- — 


aus; by frequently admitting perfons to the Lord’s table, 
and baptizing them afterwards: for they do not refufe to 


baptize their Padobaptitt members, if they defire it, 
though they may have been in fellowfhip with them for La 


ten, or twenty, or fifty years.—But have not—I appeal o 
the\underftanding and the confcience of my brethen them-. 


félves ;—have not the Pedobaptifts as good a warrant for 


their practice, as you have for inverting the plaix, the — 


shtablifhed, the divinely appointed order, in which the two 
politive infticutions ought to be adminiftered? They baptize 

and then teach; you adminifter the facred fupper and then 
baptize. ‘They baptize thoufands whom they never admit 
to the Lord’s table; you receive to that facred ordinance 
numbers who, on your own principles, never were, nor 
ever will be.baptized. Do they argue in defence of their 


prattice and endeavour to prove their point, not by exprefs _ 


commands, or ‘plain faéts, recorded in the New Teftament; 


but by ézferences, and that, fometimes, from paflages 


of holy writ, as have not, in our opinion, any relation at 
all'to the fubje&? fo do you. For it isnot pretended, that 
there is any expre/s command to receive unbaptized believ- 
€rs into communion; and as to a plain precedent, our bre- 


thren are equally filent. The whole of their arguing, there- 
fore, muft be either analogical or inferential. Yetthe de- 
fign of it is to thew, what is our duty-in regard to a pofitive 


infitution; an appointment about which we cannot know 
any thing at all, but from revelation. But waat can that 
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be in divine revelation, relating to ‘ pofitive ordinante, 


- which is neither commanded in a precept—a precept re- 


_ lating to the ordinance in queftion; nor exhibited in an 


a example? What, I demand, can it be, or how fhould it 
dire&t our conduct? If our brethren’s way of arguing be 


jul, we may turn Padobaptitts at once; for it is impoltitile: 


_-to ftand our ground in a conteft with them. 


‘It would, no doubt, have been highly offenfive to God, 


s if the priefis or the people of old had inverted the order 


appointed by him, for the adminiftration of his own 


_ folemn appointments, For inftance; firft admit to the 


: paffover, afterwards circumcife; burn incenfe in the holy 


place, then offer the propitiatory facrifice. ‘This, I con- 


ceive, our brethren muf allow. Have they any reafon, then, 


__ to imagine, thata fimilar breach of order is not equally dif- 
‘ pleafing to God, under the New Teftament ceconomy? if 


not, itmaft be fappofed, that the Mott High has not {fo great 


| ‘ -aregard to the purity of his own worfhip, is lefs jealous of 
his honour, anddoes not fo much infift on his eternal prero< 
gative as he did under the former difpenfation;:. fup- 


- pofitions thefe, which they who acknowledge his univerfal 


_ dominion and abfolute immutability, will hardly admit. 


muft, think, be acknowledged, even by our 


: thren themfelvcs, that we have as good a warrant for omit-> 
~ ingan eféntial branch of an ordinance, or to reverfe the order’ 


inwhich the cox/ituent parts of an ordinance were originally’ 


| adminiftered ; as we have to lay afide a divine inftitution,: 
> or to change the order in which two different appointments? 
" were’ firit fixed. And if fo, were areformed and converted 
Catholic, ‘ftill retaining the Popifh tenet of communion in 
one kind only, defirous of having fellowfhip: with our‘bre-* 
© thren at the Lord’s table; ‘they muft, if they would act 
© confiftently on their prefent hypothefis, admit him to partake 


of the dread, though, from a principle | of confcience, vhe 


obfolutely refufed she wine, in that facred, inftitation,— 
= Or, fuppofing, which is quite the reverkey Phas any of 
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thofe who are in a@ual communion with them, he 
-maftication and fwallowing of folid food a little difficult, 
‘fhould confcientioufl y approve the condefcending indulgence — 
-of Pope Pascua, in the twelfth century; who ordered, | 
“that fuch perfons fhould partake only of the wine *:—Or, 
‘if any of their people fhould imagine, that the wine ought — 
always to be adminiftered defore the bread; and fhould, 
from an erring confcience declare, that if the ordinance 
were not fo adminiftered they-could not partake of it; they — 
muft, according to the tenour of their arguing, comply. 
They could not refufe; becaufe the perfons in queftion are 


4 
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thor performs, ‘we are now in a fair way to have snFipexiTY 


RUINED FoR EvER, But, alas! I have fince found that my expec- 
| tations. 


confidered, as_rcal’ delievers in Jefus Chrift, and fincerely 
Mi defirous to be found i in the | of their duty, to the wa of 
their knowledge, «> 
‘The fentiment which our brethren if faffered to 
} | | operate in its full extent, exclude both baptifm and 
the Lord’s fupper from the worfhip of God. As to bap- 
iy | tifm, whether infant or adult, it ought never to be made a 
term of communion in the houfe of God, on the principle 
-efpoufed by our opponents. For, according'to them, the 
grand, the only query, that is really neceflaryirelating toa 4 
{| i candidate for communion, is; Has Gop received him? Is a 
hea believer in Jefus Chrift?-And, fo certain are they ig 
4 7 of this being-an unerring rule, that if we dare to queftion a a 
believer’s right of communion, becaufe we think he isnot 
baptized; we might almoft as well deny the doftrineof 
| i | tranfubftantiation in the face of the Council of Trent: for , I 
we immediately expofe ourfelves to the dreadful cenfureof 
afting in away, ‘GREATLY PREJUDICIAL tothehonour ~ 
‘ and intereftof true religion, and NoT A LITTLE CONTRI- 
to the caufe of INFIDELITY f. think myfelf 
| i * Dr. Pr on giving the Lord's to Children, page 2 
t “When I read the title of a certain publication a few years ogo, I 
| Hf was a8 ready to fay; if the title page do not promife more than the au- y fe 
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® happy, however, that the anathema fit of the, one, is def-,, 


_ titute of power to enforce it ; as the’ MAbEOOCR charge of the. | 


others wants evidence to prove it. 


| 4 If, thea, our. brethren’s grand rule of proceeding ‘be 
right, we.are bound to receive believers, as/uch,, and haye. 
communion with them at the Lord’s table, though they, do- 


not confider themfelves as baptized. And here I would heg. 


icave to afk; Whether they would receive a candidate for. 
"communion, whom they efteem as a believer 1 in Jefus Chrift,. 
who has not been baptized in infancy ; nor, - looking on 
_baptifm asa temporary inftitution, is willing tobe baptized 
at all? The fuppofition of a perfon, in fuch circumitances,. 


“ applying for fellowfhip, at the Lord’s. table, is far from. 
being improbable; nay, Ihave known it a real fact. Whaty. 


then, would our brethren do in fuch a cafe? As to Paei- 
'ricus, he has informed us plainly enough what would be 
Ais conduét in fach an inftance ; he pleading exprefsly for 


admitting believers of, denominations to communion 
Lord’s table.. Yes, the very of his piece, 
A modeft Plea. for Free Communion at the Lord’s table, bes 


gaveem true believers of ALL denominations,’ 


Nor 15 the tale of the fame plea, under the. fignature of 


2 way different, in its) real import, for 
rans thyus:.‘ modefi Plea for Free Communion the 
Lord's table; Par TICULARLY betavecn the Baptifs ang: 
* Pedebaptifis.”. For it is manifeft that the emphatical word, . 


if, not. quite impertinent, . mutt figni- - 


fy, thatshough Canpipus chiefy defends free communi- 


on between, Baptias and Padobaptifts;) yet that he is: far; 


denying, nay,, thatyhe really pleads for. the fame free 
| communion, with thofe that. are neither the one nor the - 
| Other. -And who can, they be but Katabaptifts, or thofe in. 


tations Were!tco fanguine, . For infidelity fill exitts ; and the-princi- - 


ofitJusk in every breatt, that-will not allow unbeptized bel 'eversto » 


havea. of communion at the Lord’s tab! of which obnoxtous 
fensiment, almoftthe whole of the Chriftian qh arch now is an? has s 
ever been, Paciricus, I prefome, knows the book: which Jt 


prefer and werbum fat’ Sapienti. 
| 
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the fame circumftances with the perfon in the cafe here fup- a bi 
pofed? So that whether they be Quakers, or Catholics; 
whatever their diftinguithing fentiments or modes of wor- 
ihip may be; they cenfider themfelves-as bound to admit 
thent to the facred'fupper, if they look upon them as true 
bélievers, ‘and they requeft communion with them, But 
as all our opponents are not entirely of their: mind in this . 
refpe&t, fhall proceed with the argument.—If, then, they 
receive a perfon, in the fuppofed cafe, they avowedly 
reject baptifin; as unneceffary to fellowthip in a church of 
Chrift; for if it be not: requifite in every inftance,; it isnot [7 
fo in’ any. If they refafe him, it muft be.becaufe he is. 
thot baptized; for, according to the fuppofition, they con-- 
“Wider him as a partaker of divine -grace.and-a believer in) 
‘Jefus Chritt, But if they reject him purely on that ground, 
‘they ought, ‘on their Antipedobaptift principles, to re~ | 
je all who have had no other than infant baptifm; be- 
-‘eaufe they confider' it as'a very different thing from the ap-. | 
‘pointment of Chrift. Yes, they declare-to all the world, 
‘every time they adminifter baptifm on ‘a profeflion of faith, 
‘to any"of their Pedobaptift friends, that they do not 
Tieve infant fprinkling to be Chrifti® 
Te may, perhaps,* be: objefted; two cafes are not 
parallels’ becaufe the fuppofed candidate for communion, 
"© is not only unbaptized, but oppofes the-ordinance itfelf.’ 
"True: but, admitting a fmall difparity, he aéts ona prin- 
Ciple of conftience:’ for he fuppofes; with the-Quakers, 
baptifm was not intended, ‘by-Jefus Chrift, asa ftand- 
ing ordinance'in his church though’ ‘he has a very differ- 
Gut View of the Lord’s'fupper. “And; td.adopt a method of 
ng ufed by our’ brethren,’ when pleading ‘ for free 
¢€ommunion; What have you to‘do ‘with another man’s 
in a matter'that is »noneffential? To his.owa 
Matter he ftands or falls: He confiders'the Lord’s {upper 
very important ordinance, and longs to partake of it. 
Wave not-you told us, repeatedly, that it was defigned 
eg ALL believers 5 that-avibelieversare capable improve; 
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deaf ‘to the 
firft advocates for free communion. Hear, then,’ I befeech- 
you; what Mr. Bunyan fays, who fpeaks rothe follow-. 
ing effe&. None can, ‘ render a bigger reason than this,’ for — 


 ©God*,? What, will you keep him from cele 


does ‘not fee baptifm with your eyes! Confider, I be- 


ment by it; and that they have a right of | scommanion} en- | 


tirely independent of our jadgment?* Is ‘he to be’refuléd) one 


ordinance, in the enjoyment of which he has reafon to’ er ! 
the prefence of -Chrift and the bleffing of heaven; merely © 
becaufe ‘a fovereign God ‘has not been pleafed’ to: few him * 
hiv duty and privilege in ‘regard to another?’ And’ 


you ‘may not pay fo great a regard to the reafoning‘of one’ 


whom you call) a R1coRrous yet you: cannot 
of a friend, an ally, and one of the 


not fubmitting to baptifm, ‘I NO LIGHT THEREIN, 
Such a perfon hasan invincible reafon, * one that all the 


“men upon carth, and all the angels in heaven, are notable to 


“remove. For it is'Gon that creates light; and for bim to 


© be baptized without light, would only prove bim unfaithful: 


“10 bis own confcience, and render bim a tranfgreffor againft 
brating the 
death of his Lord, in the’ facredfupper, .only ‘becaufe 


feech ‘you; that he is, in your.own judgment, a fincere; 


conftientious: man; that-he is born of God, and 
_vently loves our ‘deareft Lord. Yes, the fincerity ‘of his 


heart and his difpofition to obedience are fuch, that, could 
he be‘once perfuaded of baptifm being a permanent ordinance. 
in the Chriftian church, he would riot hifitate a moment 


to be baptized, — _ Nay, -he would rejoice in an opportuni- 


ty of fo manifefting his cordial fubjeétion to Jefus Chrift, 
were he convinced, that lie is. unide* an equal obligation 


“to be baptized, as he is: to receive the ‘Lord’s fupper,. 

"ghd shar prior to. this. And mult, after all, the bare want 

Of Gutle water be an infurmountable bar to his  hav- 
_ ing communion with you? Shall this one circumfance: of 
water “prown and swear away, alli his exeellen- 
net counting ‘him worthy of: that’ reception ‘that, 
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with, hand. and heart, fhall. be given to a novice in. 
becaufe he confents to water Nay, ‘ 
pte reject he ‘cannot, be MaN if he | 


ftanding.’—How wnreafonable. it is to {uppofe, that he 


not, all!?, And.ix will appear yet more unreafonable when 
it is.confidered, that ‘ baptifin, gives neither being nor. 
‘ WELI- BEING, tO. achurch*,’ » Is, this your kindnefs to a. 


‘your catholic fpirit! Away with fuch rigid and forbidding — 
notions; with fuch an unreafonable attachment to an. 
external ;rites, and let your communion be rree 
UNIVERSALLY FREE, for Quakers, for Papiits, for whom{o-. 
ever \appears. to be born of God and. defires fellowship. 
with you. .For.though a converted Quaker may happen. 


tholic .may .ftill be prejudiced againft w/ne, at the Lord’s.. 
table; ‘yet, as both may have communion with you, in 


doi you not hope to have communion with.them in hea- 

yen? -On the fame, principle, you might refufe commu-. 
to. Exnocn,, or Ex1jan,. or Paul, were any one 
of; them now upon earth, if he would not fubmit to bap. 
tifm!, Were you aware how. ‘much this uncharitable and. 
dividing {pirit has a. tendency to ‘INJURE REAL RELIGI- 
and how. CONTRIBUTES TO. THE CAUSE 
INFIDELLTY, ;’ fuch.i is your veneration for the reve- 
lation of God, and fach your affection for Jefus Chrift, thar, . 

I am. you-would mewer, Jaya word about bap- 

tifm,.nay, you would «wif it out of the world, rather than. 
give fuch occafions of fcandal and as. you .un- 


ed .aflures us, and lays it dow 
cought never to violate ; that.3 in 
an ordinance of 


as. a maxim, which you 
cafes baptifm, though 


Chriftian  brother!:, Is; this. your charity, your. 


to be.no friend to, baptifm; and though a reformed Ca-. 


other refpeéts, why fhould you objeé againft it? Befides, 


wittngly . do... For. the author to whom I have appeal 


‘ egaint him; not,a man in not a man in under- 
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BE PRUDENTLY. SHUNNED.. 
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‘maf not-ufe and enjoy what he knows, becaufe he knows 
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Let the ery be never fo loud, CHRIST, ORDER, THE RULE, 
“THE commanp, or ‘the like; carwatity is but the 
“bottom, and they are but pases that do it; heir zeal is 


a PuFF. What fhall we fay? Aut THINGs 


* give place to the profit of the people of God ; yea, ‘fome- 
* times: themfelves, for their’ outward» ‘prefervation, 


 mMucH MORE for godly edifying *.’—Farther ; Though, 


in the cafe fuppofed, the candidate for communion oppojes 


baptifm; yet there is not fo great.a difference between the 


two inftances as may, at the firft view, be imagined. For, 
on our brethren’s Baptift principles, infant’ baptifm ‘not 
being an appointment of! Chrift,’ they who have had no 
other are unbaptized.’ In this refpeé, therefore, the cafes 
are parallel. Befides, they are equally unwilling to fubmit 


"to what our opponents confider as the only true baptifm ; ; 


and are equally confcientious in theit ‘refufal. “The pes- 
nuine, the neceflary confequence, therefore, is, (if our bre- 
thren would a& confiftently) they muft' either accept both, 
or neither; for, in the judgment they form ‘ofeach, God 


has received the one, as well as the Other. But, as be- 


fore hinted, by the fame rule that we' feceive one to com~ 
munion, who js not baptized; who does not confider him- 
felf as baptized; who does not:pretend to be baptized ;; we 


thay receive all: for as there is but one Lawgiver, fo there: 
is butone/aw, ‘relating ‘to this matter ; and he who has a’ 


right to difpenfe with it once, may do fo as often ashe" 
pleafes. Confequently, the principle adopted, by thofe 
who plead for free’communion, has a tendency to 
exclude bapti/m from the:worthip of God. 3 

Again: Though our brethren plead, eae the ifn 
whom they, receive and continue in communion with © 
them, are, in their own judgment, baptized ; yet we may | 
venture | to query, whether-this. be a/ways the cafe... The . 
following is a well authenticated fact. Several perfons, | 

being convinced of believers baptiim, and withing f for fel- 
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-lowship with the people of God, related their Chriftian ex- 
perience to a church and her paftor who practife free com- 
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munion.. It.was agreed to receive them. But when the 


tame appointed for their being baptized came, and the 
paitor was ready to adminifter the ordinance to them, one; i 


of them was abfent; and, confeqpently, was not baptized” 
with his brethren:' The ftated feafon for celebrating the | 


death of Jefus at his own table quickly approaching, he was, | : “4 


notwithftanding 


at. the Lord’s table, and was baptized afterwards. *—Now 
this perfon was not Piedobaptift; this perfon was no/, 
even in his own judgment, baptized, when he took a feat 
at the Lord’stable. No; by defiring to be immerfed on & 
profeflion of faith, he declared that he was unbaptized ; as 


{uch he approached the holy table; and as /uch the io | 


m thename of the church, gave him the right hand of 
fellowhip. Hence we fee, that our opponents can admit 
fuch perfons to the facred: fupper, as confe/s themfelves to be 
unbaptized,, if occafion require; that is,-if their Chriitian 


» réceived into fellowfhip, had communion 


3 
AY 
4 


» 


Nor 


friends do not approve of the old, eftablifhed mode of pro- 


teeding.—Befides, as it is not uncommon for the Pedo- 


baptifts members of thofe churches that prattife free com- : 


If not greatly deceived, the paftor of ‘this church has pleaded 


the caufe of free communion, under the name ef Pacirricus. A 
character, no. doubt, very happily chofen, to exprefs that peculiarly 


peaceful temper and admirably condefcending conduét, which are fo 
clearly difplayed i in this little anecdote. But, asa perfeétly confiflent — 
charatter is hard, exceedingly hard to be found among mortals, my 
réader will not be furprifed af I obferves; That:‘Pacrricus hime. 


felf has failed, in one particular, to anfwer his name. Yes, he and | 
hie Canpipus have, ina very unpeaceful, uncandid manner, 
charged a vaft majority of their Baptift brethren, with ‘ NoT a LiT- 
“TLE CONTRIBUTING TO THE CAUSE OF INFIDELITY} merely 


betaufe they do not prattife this RemARKABLY FREE COMMUNI~ 
‘Peace and Candour are, indeed, very excellent things, as Paci- 
Fecusiand Canpidus are moh amiable.iames! yet I would.take the 
liberty of hinting, that peace and-wnity, without, truth and righteou/ne/s, are. 


an illicit combination ; a wicked con{piracy againtt both God and man. 
GmicusRactricus, amicus Canninus, fed magis amica VERITAS. 


they 
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muhion, to defire baptifm upon a profeffion of faith, after: 
they have been in fellowfhip many years ; fo it is probable, ' 
that fome fuch members may be convinced, that infant 
{prinkling is not a divine appointment, and, confequently, 
that they themfelves are not baptized ; yet live in the negleét 
of baptifm for months and years, having communion at the 
Lord’s table all thei while. We-will, therefore, fuppofe 
an inftance of this kind.in that Chriftian community of 
which PaciFicus is paftor; and that he and the church in 
general are acquainted with it. What, then, muft be done 
in the cafe? Done? why Paciricus will undoubtedly 
remonftrate againft the fhameful negleé&t. But if his remon- 


| ftrances do not produce the defired effect, what then? What? 


why things muit remain in fata quo.’ Becaufe Paciricus 


Cannot move to have. him excluded, with any appearance of 
_ ° candour or confiftency ; he openly pleading for communion 


with believers of alldenominations. ‘Befides, he very well 
knows, that his brother is as much baptized now as he was when 
firft received into communion; andthe whole that is laid to 
his charge relates to baptifm: and to ‘ PULL Aim into the 
‘ water’ will never do, whatever a witty and polite opponent. 


_ may have faid to the contrary*. Befides, as Mr. Bunyan 


obferves, ‘ the law is not made for a righteous man, neither — 


_* to debar. him from communion, nor to caft him out, if he 
were int.’ So very pliable, fo fuperlatively complaifant, 


is free,communion, that it cannot bear the thought of 


fufing. fellowship atthe Lord’s table to any believer, even 


though he confider himfelf as unbaptized : far lefs can 
it. endure the thought of giving any one much diftur- 
bance, who has a plate ‘at the Lord’s table’; even though 
he; ftand: conviéted in the eyes of God and man, in the 


court of his own confcience and before | the church: to 


which-/he belongs, of being unbaptized, and of ag in 


_ the total neglect of that divine inftitution. =~ 


N or sons the fared Sipper be long in. the 


Dr. Mayo, in his True Scripture of pase 33°. 
Bun van’ ast I, page 134 | 
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chutch of God, or. be branch of worthi Dp, 


our. Lord. But though [cannot partake with | 
‘ you of bread and wine, in your monthly communion; — 


weie the fame’ principle applied to’ it and fuffered to operate 


without reftraint.. Suppofe, for inftance, thata weak but 


bay 


well meaning many is a candidate for fellowfhip, with a 


chutch:that prastifes free communion ; that he gives the | # | 
community full:fatisfation, as to, his being apartaker of | 
diving grace, and has, been baptized i in infancy ; but, at the 7 : 


fame time, frankly declares, fee no propriety, nor ‘any 


utility, in receiving bread and swine, under the notion of! 


‘its being an.appointment /of. Jefus Chritt. Iconfider' the 


Lord’s {apper temporary inftitution ; intended for the q 
“Chriftian church in.the apottolic age, as a happy mean 


‘ of attaching futh perfons to her worfhip and interefts, as 


¢ were; newly converted, from the antiquated ceremonies of | 
Judailm, or the deteftable fuperftitions of Paganifm; 
and that the command to obferve it, ceafed long fince to 


gbligatory. | Admitting, however, that I am undera_ 


S miltake 3 in this particular ; yet, asI have a natural averfi- § 
fon to.\ ine*, and as the bread and wine are mere emblems of | 
“the. y and blood of ‘Chrift, and the reception of them: 


tan phi ceremony; I think it is quite fufficient for me, 


if admitted i into your féllawthip, to bebold the bréad as 
¢ broken, and the wine as poured out: which may, per- 
‘haps, if ‘there, be- vany, thing wlefol in thofe ‘ outward 
‘figns, afift my meditations on the fufferings and death 


«yet I, fhould hope for advantage, ‘great’ advantage, by 
having fellowthip with you in evéry other public a& of 
¢ devotion ; in the expreffions of mutual, brotherly love; 


anid, fn the,,exercife of holy, difcipline, according: t6 the 
4 laws of Chrift!. Nor need I inform you, that‘it is the de- 
votion of the Seart, real affeZion one for another as bre- 


“thren, anda regard to the moral condu¢t, of all the 


gives it as reafon With Holding the cup ‘from 


laity, that Multi abborrent vine. Apud Bell. sis 
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’ thembers of a religious community, that are’ the capital 

things in a Chriftian church. And’ fhoald'you; for a mo~ 

“ment, hefitate on the propriety of granting my 

queit ; would beg leave to remifid. you, that as be- 

ing, on your principles, unbaptized, is no bar to my’ 

‘ having fellowfhip with you ; fo your well known candour 

mult in my favour with equal force, though, 

‘ prefent, I cannot confcientioufly partake with you at the’ 

‘ Lord’s table. For what is there—I appeal to that ca’ 

*tholie fpirit, for which you are fo remarkable—whar: 

‘ is there effential to a church of Chrift, in a participation of 

‘ bread and wine, any more than in immerfion in water? for 

‘ upon your own principles, the holy fupper may as well be 

* celebrated without the former, as baptifmcan be adminifter- 

‘ ed without the /atrer..Or, what authority is needful for you 

“to difpenfe with the Lord’s fupper, which is not included: 
“in that warrant by which you difpenfe with baptifmi? 

- Now, in fuch a cafe, what muft be done? Here is 2 
perfon whom that-very church confiders, a6 a BELESVER 
Crrist andreceivep or Gop. But this is her grand eri- 
terion of a qualification for church fellowfhip. So that if the 
violate, deliberately and openly violate, this capitalrule of her 
conduét, thecontradiéts herfelf; fhe, according to her wonted 
application of therule, difobeys God, and leaves free commu- 

nion at the mercy of every oppofer. Shemuft, therefore, give 
him the right hand of fellowfhip ; fhecannot putanegative 
on his requeft, without expofing herfelf tothofe very cenfures 
which our brethren do freely pafs upon us; not excepting that 

 fevereftof all in which we are charged, with ‘NoTA LITTLE 
* contributing to the caufe of inFiDeLiTY.’ But this, eventhe - 
Baptifts will chaxitably fuppofe, the would not doonany 
account; and that fhe would be equally careful to ftand clearof 
thatkeen rebuke ; Thou art inexcufable who judgeft. For 
wherein thou judgeft another, thou condemneft thyfelf; 
“ thou that judgelt, doeft the fame things. ” conclude, 
en, though fuch a | proceeding would be quite novel, abfo- — 
rae ainexampled in the churches of Chrift, and would, 
probably,. both’ aftonits, and: her filter communi- 
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MEF 
ediby ‘all her members, and. banithed from th of 

England has juftly i ‘the cenfure 
OF Peotettans her arrogant "claim of 
power, rifes-or ceramonits’, the. worlhip 
of faith”” ;-becaufe fu 
asclaim: infringes .on the prerogative. soyal of Jefus Chritt, 
brethren tacitly. afiume a fimilar ‘power, 
wh2n ‘they ‘prefume to.fer afide an ordinance of Chrift, or 
tovréevérfe. the'.arder of divine jnftitutions,? ‘it. being de- 
-monftrable,) that as "great. an sauthority is necellary to lay: 

rite; OF invert the order.and- 

chat chat: is-entirely: “new, * For it 1s a.maxim. An: 

and -holds. good in divinity,» That.it requires ‘the 
fame: ‘Pxtagth: 06: difalve, as an obligation +’ — 
as’ that of ‘our brethren, were 
the-Baptifts in gencral, would render our, fe~ 


“ 


from the E@ablitied Church very fufpicious. 
feem like the-freit of obftinacy,. rather than the effect 
OP Stender corlfeiénces dike a the 
hierarchy, more: thai iaidere- of: percr.wors 
"aid ftriGer difciptine. 
id “pidiit “ippointinent Jefas -Chrift,;.and consive at 
‘we shave 
Reruple the’ lawfulnefe: of. 
= we ‘hive not much reafon to_ 
Safe With Gf Godly régaid co 


our: 
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ft him... But if it be.lawful in one in- 
» 
4% 
| 
| 
a 


; 


ch urch, ou "out of gard’ tot fabio to 
cond defcenfion to the former. 
onnive at ome human invention, -as' to faperfedé fied 
ace ofa diving ‘why may Chureh 
| convince us, ‘that he ‘whofe ‘authority is 4 
to “fetting: afide; or altering, Of divine 
‘has a power equal to has” ‘wifhes—may ordam 
times, and forms, and rites’ of worthip tay modebthe 
“haute. of God ‘according Own pleafute, Bus‘can 
Tach a an, authority beléng'to ‘any ‘béfides the Su- 
No; to fach 44 ordaininy, ‘or difpenting power, 
her ‘church NOK synod, parliathent ‘nor;'con- 
ave, ‘neither’ king. nor “pape, “Has the For 
as. the: ‘exertion Oniniporente 
world ‘the of divitlé 
to: fer ‘aide, ‘Ge ‘tealier,’ Branch Of 


wtivers who have appeared, in Vindication 


both-to the and-bis.apafiles 
was: by them ordained to,reprefent our. burial wigh 
and fo our, dying, unto, our 
by newnels. of . 
siaineain the: meaning, of. that rite» faye af. 
Withftanding, this,» all. our. 
“agree /prinkle the ‘baptize: infant; why may they not. 
well: fubmit to the fignificagt, ceremonics impofed by 


our church? For it unto.Chri’s 
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‘ inftitutions afignificant ceremony, as to diminif> a figni- 
ficant ‘ceremony which. he or his apoitles inftituted, 
_ © yfe another in. its ftead, which they never did inftitute ; 
what .reafon can they, have todo the /atter, and yet 
fubmiffion to the former? And why fhould not the 
© peace-and union of the church be as prevailing with them 
“to »perform the one, as is their mercy to the infant’s body 
‘ co negleé the other * ?’—I Jeave the intelligent reader to 
apply, this reafoning to the cafe before us, and fhall only 
_obferve; That if this learned writer had been addrefling 
thofe Diffenters whe prattife free communion, his argu- 
ment would have had {uperior force. Becaufe our Diffent- 
ing Pgdobaptift brethren believe that infant {prinkling is 
real baptifm, and practife it as having the ftamp of divine 
authority ; whereas thofe Diffenters with whom I am now 
concerned, believe no fuch thing. They confider it as a 
human invention ; they fpeak of it as a human invention ;_ 
and yet receive Padobapdils i into their churches, as if they 
were rightly and truely baptized, according to the command _ 
of Chrift. Now, as Mr. Tuomas Brapsvury obferves, 
-" There 1s a great difference between mifaking the divine 
“rule, and totally /aping it afide. ‘The reafon, adds 
‘why we co not act as fome other Chriftians fi. e. the 


“ing to a profeffion of faith and immerfion, 
to baptifm are not made in fcripture +.” 

> the” ign authority and univerfal of 
God, ‘overhis rational creatures ; as his abfolute right, 
worthip, bet’ alfo to ‘be worfhipped in his ows 
sway} ‘more ftrongly afferted and brightly difplayed 
in his pOfitive inftitutions, than in any other branches of 
his ‘Worhhip ; fo, it is manifeft, that we cannot difobey 
will concerning ‘them, without impeaching 
wifdom ‘and oppofing his fovereignty. Becauleé a fpe- 
ial interpofition of divine authority, an reve 


‘ Baptifts] do, is, becaufe we think thefe demands [relat- 4 
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ae ff ng believers fhould be the fubjects, yet they admit of 
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Tation of the.divine will, conftitute the. bafis, the only, bafis, 
on which fueh. inftitutions reft, in regard:to.their mode _ 
and fubje&, their order and conneétion one with another. 
Surely, then, {uch of our brethren who admit, as:a divine 
what they verily, believe is a human:invention, 
cannot but aéh.an unjpftifiable part... For, on theit.own 
principles, ‘infinite wifdom chofe and abfolute fovereignty. 
ordained profeffing the: fubjects, and-immerfion 
_as the mode of baptifm: and:it appears, by their frequent- 
ly. baptizing perfons whos were {prinkled in their infancy ,. 
that they look upon fuch a fubje& and. fuch a mode of ad~ 
miniftration,. as eflential to the ordinance. By their cons 
duét, in. many inftances, it alfo appears. they are no lefs 
perfuaded, that unerring wifdom and fupreme authority 
united in- appointing baptifm to be adminiftered prior to 
the Lord’s fupper: for, where the views and the inclina- 
tions of the candidates for fellowfhip with them do not in- 
terfere, they always baptize, before they. admit to the” 
holy table. Thus, then,, ftands the cafe with our bre- 
thren, in regard to the pofitive appointments of heaven. 
They are verily perfuaded that. the wifdom and fovereignty 
of God united in ordaining,, that immerfion fhould be the 
mode of baptifm, yet they connive at /prinkling ; that pro- 


infants; that. baptifm. fhould be adminiftered to a believer, 
before he receive the Lord’s fupper, and yet they permit 
unbaptized perfons to have.communion. with them in that. 
facred ordinance.. A paradoxical. condué this,. whichi.no-.. 
thing, in my opinion, fhort ofa POWSE 
can Rollibly vindicate 
| Again: 
Some ton be pleafed, with the fellows. 
ing thoughts. of a learned. Jew, on.the fubjeét of pofitive 
inftitutions. Lexritualis ex Legiflatoris-arbitrio duntaxat pendet, 
quando, vel in plurimum nuilo fundamento i jm natdrali-retione 
*-vento: fed non ob id inferiorem perfecticnis gradum obtinet fe po- 
‘ fita Legiflatoris infinita Sapientia et Bonitate:: altioris potius,' ct 
fublimioris ordinis cenfesi debets fiquidem quod 
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from Mr, ,Joun Rytanp. And as P 
an uncommon regard to,Mr, Rx.anp’s judgment, ‘in: ~ | 


of this kind .I.fhall. not be thought afluming,- 
if 


ns his attention to what the latter avows, as.ex- 
g his own opinion. , The paflage.to which I refer, 


is this;.‘.The ordinances, of the go(pel are eRablithed by 


the authority of Chrift, king and dupreme law-givet in. 


# his charch they are particularly enforced by his own ex-_ 


* ample, and his.will exprefsly declared: ,and_as they have 
*no dependance on.any circuimftances, which are liable 
i to vary in different countries or diftant periods of tume,. 
« it, neceflarily . follows that the primitive model of admi- 


niftration be frialy. and con/cientioufly adbered to 


‘ No pretence to greater propriety, nor any plea of i incon- 
yeniency, can. jultify our do/dly oppofing the authority of 


4 Gop by the alteration of his aa and fubftituting a hu; 


* man ordinance inftead of a divine. In a former difpen- 
* fation in which the ritual was numerous and burdenfome,. 
* the great Je HOVAH was particularly jealous of his ho- 
« nour as Supreme Lawgiver, and looked upon the deaf in- 


Se npuation as A DIRECT OPPUSITION OF HIS AUTHORITY.. 


‘¢ Mofes, we are informed, was admonifhed of God to make 
‘ all things according to the pattern foewed him in the: 
© mount. And thofe unfortunate youths who prefamed to- 
alter the form of his reli eg: and worfhipped him ina 
‘ way he had not commanded, fell. under the (aidan marks. 
‘6 of his difpleafure ; which. oe that he looked upon. . 
" the leaft i innovation in the ceremonial part of his precepts, 
6 as an impious and daring oppofition and contempt of his au- 
‘thority, and as deferving of peculiar and diftinguithed. 
“€ yengeance, as a direct and open ‘Violation of the moral 
And as'the great Kino of, the univerfe required 


and puodtuality, and inGfted on fuch fcru- 


pulous exaétnefs in the performance. of. ‘the. minuteft rite 
“s belonging to the dgal difpenfation; it would be ex- 


ot ‘ tremely difficult to affign a reafon why he fhould be more: 
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eretion under the Chrifian [ceconomy]. ‘The preater 
‘ light which ‘fhines in our religion, the /mall number and 
‘ Amplicity of its ceremonials, and the end and ‘defigm of 
‘thofe inftitutions being more clearly revealed are’rea- 
‘fons which frongly indicate the contrary. And ‘if-itbe 
‘ further obferved, that the religion of Jesus is particularly 
“calculated to fet afide worldly wifdom and mortify the 
* fride of man; it cannot, without great abfurdity, be fup- 
‘ pofed,: that the fublime Author of it will dijpenfe with the 
* performance of his pofitive laws, or admit of the leaft vari- 
‘lion, to honour that wifdom, or indulge that pride — 
‘which the whole fcope of his gofpel hath a manifeft ten- 
‘dency to abafe. Surely then it behoves Chriftians, 
 ‘an‘affair of fach confequence, to -be cireumf{pect and 
‘wary; it'will certainly be well forthem, if they-can-give 

“a good account of their praétice, and.a fatisfactory an- 
fwer to that important queftion, bath required this 
at jour ‘hand* ?—Had Mr. only recommended 
‘that ‘little. piece to the public, which contains this excél- 
| Jent paffage, he would certainly ‘have deferved my fin- 


-cereft thanks. For the quotation produced may be juft-  - 


‘by confidered as a compeudious an/wer to all that Pacsrte 
cus has wrote, and to all thit he can write, :in defence of 
iffee comimunion, fo long as:he profefles himfelf a Baptitt. 
‘Whether he will make a reply to the animadverfions of say 
Heeble pen, I cannot pretend to fay; but I think he will 
hardly have courage, in any future publication.oncthe 
dubjeét befare us, openly to confront and attack his. deareff 
and mof? intimate friend, Mr. Ryrtanp. 
‘Though the Lord’s fupper is.a pofitive inftitution of Je- 
fus’ Chrift, and though we .cannot know any’thing at all 
about it, but what we learn from the New Teftament; yet 
ouf brethren make, not ‘the ‘word of tevelation, but the . 
-meafare of light and the difpofitions of a candidate for fel. 


Jowhhip, the rule of admiffion to it, —This appears ftom 
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hence,  perfon applies to one.of their churches for com- 
munion jin the..ordinances of God’s houfe;, the paftor of 
_whigh | community, and a great majority of its mem. 
bers, Baptiits. .He gives a.reafon of the hope that is 
«in him, to general fatisfaction,,. His moral condu@ is good, | 
his character amiable. .The paftor in the name of the 


— 


- church,, defires. to know, what .are his views of bapti/m, 


“He declares himfelf a Padobaptift; fays he was baptized 


- in. his infancy, and is. quite, fatisfied with it. 


-neither the: paftor, nor the generality of his people, can FF 


: look upon this as baptifm ; ; but confider it as an invention 
-of men, andia corruption in the worlhip of God. Con- 
 fequently, they would be.glad if his views, in that refpett, 
were otherwife. ..They, agree, however, to réceive him 
into communion. And why? Becaufe they believe | that 
-Chrift commanded, or that the fcriptures warrant, infant 
Sprinkling ? No fuch thing. Becaufe the New Teftament 
plainly informs them,) that uxbaptined converts were ad- 


“mitted to the Lord’s table in the apoitolic churches? Not | 


in the leaft. Becaufe Jefus. Chrift has exprefsly granted 
_-them a di/penfing power, in regard to baptifm? They dif- 
-.¢laim any fuch grant®. What,. then, is the ground on 


‘which they proceed? Why, truly, the candidate delieves 


18 filly. perfuaded, that infant fprinkling is real baptifm ; 
has been informed, that he was actually fprinkled in 


ithe firt flage of his life. ‘On this foundation they admit 


‘him to the Lord’s table: and, which is very remarkable, 


Oe receive him with a cordial aie will, to ave him 


church of Kone frankely sdk af 


feniblea in the Council of Trent, that our fovercign Loré, wheo he 
inflituted the ‘holy fupper, adminifteréd it in bath kinds, and that it 


was fo adminiftereé far fome time; the, however; exprefaly claims an. 
authority to difpenfe. with that order, Now). though I would by no 
“means inGinuate, that our brethren are equally culpable with that mo- 


, ther of abominations; yet it may admit of a query, whether, in this 


particular, the be not more confflent with thas 
Trident. XX1, Cap, 1, 11, 


bas 
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baptized afterWards, if ever he difcover an inclination to 
wards it. ‘Their charity forbids them treating a ‘Chriftian 
as unbaptixed, ‘if he do but beartily béheve himfelf tobe” 


baptized.” ‘As if that could not:be wrong, whicha*fincere 
difciple of Chrift firmly concludes to ‘be right! Or; as if: 
we were bound, in certain cafes, prattically to allow ‘that’ 


to be right, which we are fally perfuaded iis really wrong !¥— ’ 


But might not the paftor of ‘fuch a church, on the fame- 


&§ principle and ‘with equal ‘countenante ‘fronr the fcripture,’ 


baptize a perfon defirous of i it, without a’ profeffion of faith, | 
and ‘without any evidence that he is'a believer iit Jefus’ 


Chrift ?* For, as Pactricus and Canpipus’ argue, in’ re. 


gard to baptifm, Who is to be the judge of what is, or is 
not faith? Mott certainly every man for bimfel /f, and not 
ane for another ; elfe we deftroy the ‘right of private judg- 
‘ ment, and go dcpet to eftablifh a Popith infallibility againft’ 


“the liberty of the gofpel. I have no bufinefs with any’ 


J ‘man ’s confcience but my own, aniefs i in endeavouring, 
‘ina proper manner, better to inftruéct it where it appears 
“to be wrong, If my" Pzedobaptift brother is fatisfied in‘ 
“his own mind that he is rightly baptized [or truly cen- 


1. verted ] he is fo to. himfelf. *—W hat is there ina falfe 


perfuafion, relating to baptifm, , that merits the regard of a 
church; any more than ina deception about faith and 
converfion, to deferye the connivance of a minifter ? for the 


: felf- -deception . is. fuppofed to be as rea/ in the one cafe, ag 


in the other ; though the ftate of the two candidates, and the 
danger attending their refpective miftakes;—are undoubtedly 
very different. If, notwithftanding, our fovereign Lord 
has not virtually forbidden us_ to baptize ahy without a 
profeflion of faith, what right have we {0 to limit the ad-. 
miniftration of that ordinance 2? And if our divine Laws | 
giver ‘has ‘tacitly prohibited tnbaptized believer's approath® 


ing his table, by what authority do we admit them? Now 


I appeal to the reader, 1. appeal to Chriftians in general, 
there be not as much in the New Tefta- 


‘mient, 
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ment,; that baptifm, was adminiftered 
fych whom. they, did, net confider as eliewers in | 


t 


6e. An -ABOLOGY FOR BAPTISTS. 
apotiles, to 


Ghrift ; as,,there is to conclude, that they received any to 
communion, before they, confidered them. a; baptised Pe 
- Higvers., It is not the meafure of a believer’ s knowledge, 

the.evidence of his i intregity nor.is it che charitable 
we form.about, his acceptance with God, that is the rule of , 
his admiffion to the facred {upper ; ; but the precepts of ‘elas’ | 
Chrift, and the pradice of the apoltolit churches, To de- 
part from this only rule of our conduct, through ignorance, 
is aculpable error; and knowingly to deviate from it, is 
nothing fhort of rebellion againit the of” | 
Zion’s King, _ 

To difpenfe, with the politi itive appointments off | 
Chrift, or to reverfe the order of their adminiftration, in 
condefcenfion to weak believers and with a view to the 
of God, cannot be right. For, as an eminent au- 
thor obferves, ‘ They muft be evafions paft underftanding, 


aS ‘ that can hold water againft a divine order—God never 


« pave power tO any man, to change his ordinances, or to 
« difpenfe. with them—God is a jealous God, and careful 
‘of his foyereignty! ’ Tis not for any inferior perfon to 
alter the ftamp and impreffion the prince commands. 
_ None can, coin ordinances but Chrif; and, till he calf 
‘ them in, theyought to be current among us*” —Té which 
may add the teitimony of another learned writer, who 
fays,; when {peaking of baptifm; ‘ As the falvation of nien 
* ought to be dear unto uss fo the glory of God, which 


fconfifteth in that is orders be kepr, ought to be more 


‘ ‘ dear+.’—Yet hear, I humbly conceive, our brethren ‘are 
halty, For what is di/penfing with a pofitive appointment, 
but laying it afide, or conniving at a negleét of it, on “fuch 
occafions in. which. it. was commanded to be adminiftered ? 
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baptized perfons to the Lord’s table; many of whom ‘are 


never baptized. ‘In regard to fach! therefore, they lay 


entirely afide, they annul the ordinance. ‘That they revere 


order of two’ pofitive inftitutions, is. equally clear; 
numbers of thofe whom they admit to the Lord’s table 
having communion with them in that® ordinance “for 


many years, before they are baptized, And that this very 
fingular conduét proceeds from a regard to the edification 
of fincere, but lefs informed believers, and in hopes that — 
God will be glorified by its they often affert. Difpenfe 
with a divine inftitution, for the edification of weak be- 
lievers! Invert the order of God’s appointments and break 
his pofitive laws, with a view to his glory! "Theological 


paradoxes thefe, which feem to border on that hateful, An- 
tinomian maxim; ‘* Let us do evil that good may come.” 


A pofition, which the pen of infpiration execrates ; which 
every virtuous mind abhors.—But that no prete «ce of do- 
ing honour to God, nor any plea of being ufeful to men, 

can poflibly deferve the leaft regard, if the meafures which | 
muft be purfued to obtain the end interfere with thé divine 
revealed will, we learn from various facts recorded in the 
Bible. Uzzah, for inftance; when he put forth his hand 
to fupport the tottering ark, thought, no doubt, he was 
doing honour to him who dwelt between the Cherubim 
over the mercy-feat; and, at the fame time, as that facred | 
coffer was of the laft importance in the ancient fan@tuary, 
he fhewed an equal regard to the edification of his fellow 
worfhippers, by endeavouring to preferve it from injury: 


But, notwithftanding this fair pretext; nay, though the, 


man after God’s own heart faw little seni in his condué ; 


(perhaps, thought he deferved praife) as the ark, with all 


that ined to it,.and its whole management, were of 
pofitive appointment; ‘he, whofe name is JEALOUS, was — 
greatly offended. ‘The fincere, the well meaning man, 
having 4 no command, nor any — for what he did ; 
4 fell 
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under Je Hovan’s anger and loft his life, as reward 
of his officioufnels. And as the Holy Ghoft has recorded 
the fact fo circumitantially *, we have reafon to confider it 
as a warning to all, of the danger there is in tampering 


God. will have his caufe fupported and his appointments 
adminifiered, In HIS OWN Way.—The cafe of Saul, and 
the language of Samuel to that difobedient monarch, incul- 
cate the fame truth. ‘* The people, faid Saul to the ve-— 
“‘ nerable prophet, took of the fpoil, fheep and oxen—o — 
“‘ facrifice unto the Lord thy Godin Gilgal. And Samuel 
*‘ faid, Hath the Lord:as great delight in burnt-offerings 
** and facrifices, as i” obefing the voice of the Lord? Be- 


“‘ the fatof rams. For rebellion is as the fin of witchcraft, 
<‘ and ftubbornnefs is as iniquity and idolatry+.”’ Re- 
markable. words! The king of Ifrael, we find, pleaded a 
regard to the worfhip and the honour of God. ‘The cattle 
were {pared, that JeHovan’s altar might be furnifhed 
with plenty of the fineft facrifices.. But Samuel foon-over- 
ruled this fair pretence. He quickly informed the infa-_ 
tuated prince, that obedience to divine appointments, ef- 
pecially in fuch duties as depend entirely on an expre/i_ 
command (as the utter deftruétion of Amalek did, and as 
communion at the Lord’s table now does) is bétter in the 
fight of God, than hecatombs of bleeding facrifices,. or 
_ Clouds of fmoking incenfe: and, confequently, better than 
a mifapplied. tenderne(fs to any of our fellow creatures, or a 
mifguided zeal to promote their peace and edification, At 
the fame time the prophet affures him, that when the 
_ Moft High*commands, nothing can excufe a non-perform- 
ance: -becaufe difobedience to a plain, pofitive, 


F 1 Sam. xv. 23, 22, 23, 


g 


with pofitive ordinances ; and as a ftanding evidence, that 


*‘hold, to obey is better than facrifice, and to dearken than 
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A very fenfible writer, in the conclufion of a difcourfe 
upon this paflage, obferves; ‘That we may learn from this 
text, what are the true charaéteriftics of acceptable obedi- 
ence. Tt muft be implicit ; founded immediately on 
“the authority of God. We muft not take upon us to 
“judge of the moment and importance of any part of his. 
‘will, further than he hath made it known himfelf. It is 
©a VERY DANGEROUS THING for us to make comparifons 
-* between one duty and another; efpecially with a view of 


 _ * difpenfing with any of them, or altering their order, and 


‘ fubftituting one in another’s place. *— Another ‘ charae- 
“ter of true obedience is, that it be Self- denied and impar- 
‘ tial; that it be not direéted or qualified by our prefent- 
‘interet—It is too common, that our own intereft both 
‘ points out the object, and affigns the meafure of our obe- 


>  ‘dience; and in that cafe, it does not deferve the name of 


E dhictbdbes to God at all. When the Chriftian is devoted 
to God, ready at his call, and equally difpofed to any. 
© employment afigned him in providence, he then may be 
‘faid indeed to do his will.’—It muft ‘be universal, 
‘ without any exception. Saul, and the children of If. 
‘rael, had complied fo far with the order given them, , 
_ © that the greateft part both of the people and fubftance of , 
‘ Amalek was deftroyed; but he ftopped fhorr, and know-. 
‘ingly left unfinithed what had been en —— him by the 
fame authority *.’ 
When a Padobaptitt applies for communion with Bap~ 
tifts, he acts upon a perfuafion that he has been rightly 
and truly baptized + for there is reafon to believe, that the 
generality of our Padebaptift brethren would ftart at the . 
_ thought of partaking at the Lord’s table, while. they con- . 
fider themfelves as unbaptized. Confequently, when our 
opponents admit one of them to communion, they confirm 
him in what they confider as a 7 prefumption, and | 


Dr. s Praéiic. Vol, I 335» 336. 
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practically approve of what, at other times, they botaly 
onounce a human invention, a tradition of men, and will- 
avorfbip; for fach infant {prinkling mutt be, if not a divihe 


appointment. Nor can they exculpate themfelves, in this. 


refpect, unlefs they were profeféid to receive him, as 
unbaptixed. Becaufe he confiders himfelf as baptized ; he 
defires communion as baptized; nor has he any idea of fitting: 
down at the Lord’s table, as undaptixed; well knowing, 


that fuch an attempt would be contrary to the apoftolic: 


pattern, and to the fenfe of the Chriftian church i in Be 
neral, 


penfable qualification, in every male, for a participation 


of the Jewith paffover, and communion in the fanctuary 


worfhip, is generally allowed. And though I am far from: 


thinking that baptifm came in the place of circumcifion, — 


as many of our Padobaptift brethren fuppofe ; ; yet that the 
former is equally neceflary to communion at the Lord’s table, 
under the Chriftian economy, as the latter was to every male, 


in order to partake of the pafchal feaft, and to unite in 


the tabernacle fervice, I am fully perfuaded. Nor is my 


opinion fingular. It has been the fenfe of the Chriftian 


church in every age; and, excepung: thofe Baptifts who. 
- plead for free communion, it is the voice of the Chriftian 
world in general at this day-——I do not find that the necef- 


fity of circumcifion, for the purpofes juft mentioned, was 


ever controverted, either by the ancient or modern Jews. 


We will fuppofe, however, for the fake of argument, that 
it was difputed 1 in the Jewifh church; and that, amidft 2 


great variety of interefting intelligence, which the Rabbi- 


nical writers pretend to give, Concerning ancient cuftoms 
and ancient difputes, they are found to fpeak as follows: 
‘In the days of our mafter, Mofes, difputes arofe about | 
« the nature and neceffity of circumcifion: that is, whether- 


“the ancient rite was to be performed on the forehin, or 


on a and, whether it was an requis 


That circumcifion was, divine an indit 
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* fite qualification, in every male, for a feat at the pafchal 
‘ feaft and admiflion to the fanétuary worfhip. The gene-_ 
‘ rality of our fathers maintained, that no male, though a | 
‘fon of Abraham; that no Gentile, though he might ac- | 
‘ knowledge and ferve Abraham’s.God; had any claim to 
, communion in thofe joyful and folemn fervices, if he 
‘ was. not circumcifed according to the divine command, | 

~ Others contended, with no lefs affurance, that circumci- 
‘fion being only an outqwerd figu of what is internal and 
‘ fpiritual ; every male, whether a defcendent from the 


Joins of our father Abraham, or one of the Gentile race, _ 
_ who knew and feared the God of Ifrael, had an unde~ 


‘niable claim to fellowfhip, though it were not the fore- 
‘fkin of Ins flefh, but a finger that was circumciied. 


_ © The latter afferted, with great confidence, that the holy 


‘ bleffed God having accepted fuch; as plainly appeared 
' by their having the internal and fpiritual circumcifion ; 
‘it would be adfurd and uacharitable to refufe them com- 
¢‘munion, And, when difputing with their opponents, 
‘they would with an air of fuperior confidence demand ; 
‘Will you rejeét from fellowfhip thofe whom Gop has re- 
ceived !—Abfolutely reject thofe who have she rhing fig- 
‘ nified, barely becaufe, in your opinion, they want the 


external fign /!—Thofe who poffefs the Jubfiance, perhaps, 


‘to a much greater degree than yourfelves, merely becaufe 


« they want the /oadew! What, will you refufe commu- 


‘nion to a brother Ifraclite, or a pious Gentile, in the 
© tabernacle here below, with whom you hope to enjoy 
‘ everlafting fellowship. in the temple above! Surange at- 
* tachment to the manner of performing an external rite !— 

* Befides, great allowances must be made for the prejudices 
* ofeducation. . Thefe.our brethren whom you reject, as if 
‘they were Heathens, as if they were abfolutely unclean 
“have been, educated -in the ftrongeft prejudices again{k 
* what we think the true circumcifion. They have been 


from theiz eatlielt that, though our fa- 


ft 
3 
ae 
ae: 
aint 
hy 
WAY 


66 | An APOLOGY FOR THE BAPTISTS. 


‘thers; for'a few centuries after the rite was eftablithed,. 
generally’ circhincifed the forefkin ; yet that the parton 


which the'ceremony was firft is by no means 


ential to the ordinance. And, therefore, as various 


* iIncOnveniencies were found to attend the mode-of admi- 
«niftration then generally practifed ; inftead of cutting off 


preputium, many began to circumcife a finger; which 


© has been the cuftom in fome of our tribes ever fince, and 
' €which, they ftrenuoufly plead, is not forbidden by any 
“divine revelation. This, we readily acknowledge, is a. 


*miftake; nor dare we, on any account, imitate their: 
* proceedings in that refpef&t: becaufe, with.us, there is 


© no doubt, that the God of our fathers ordained i it other- 
“wife. But yet, as all have not the fame opportunities of 


‘information, nor an equal meafure of light; and as our _ 


* brethren are verily perfuaded that they have been circumcifed 
“according to the divine command ; (for if they were not, 
‘ they would readily comply with our mode of proceeding) 
“ it is our indifpenfable duty to receive them in love, and 
‘not harrafs their minds with ‘doubtful difputations” 
* about a matter #hat is not effential. For we all worfhip 


“the Same God; and, fo far as his. moral worfhip is cohcern- — 


‘ed, in the Jame way; though we happen to differ about 
“an external rite, that is by no means effential, either to. 
—£f piritual worfhip here, or to the falvatian of our fouls here- 


after.—Befides, though it be admitted. that the divinely: 
‘ appointed mode of adininiftering the facred rite is of © 


_ * Jome importance; yet it muft be admitted, that the edifi- 
“* cation of fuch as truly fear God, is of infinitely greater 
importance. But, if you exclude them from the folemn 
Tes Poa! worfhip, you debar them from a capital mean 
-¢ of their fpiritual benefit. You fhould alfo confider, who- 
is to be the judge of what is, or is not, the-trie circam- 
“Every man, moft certainly,’ muft judge for him- 
« felf; and not one for another; elf you deftroy the right 


confCicncez 


of privare judgment} you invade the facred’ prerogative of 
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*eonfcience; and tacitly advance a claim to infallibility.. 


your brethren, who circumcife a finger inftead of the: 


* part appointed, be fatisfied in their own minds, they are 
‘ circumcifed to them/elves ; and while the anfwer of a good. 


—*confcience attends it, God will and does own-them in it,. 
to all the ends defigned by it; fo that while they. confi- 


‘der it as laying them under the fame obligations:to ho- 
“linefs of heart and life, as we confider our circumcifion: 


“to do us, why fhould you not have fellowfhip with them? 


‘ —Nor are you fufficiently aware, how much you injure the: 


 *caufe of real religion, and promote the baneful interefts, 


‘ of infidelity, by being fo ftri&t and rigid. Were you to be 


_ carfdid and charitable, in regard to this matter, 
*it might be expected that numbers of our brethren, who, 


‘it muft be allowed, adminifter this rite in a very impro= 
¢ per, manner.; would cordially unite with us, and, in 
‘time, utterly renounce their miftake, We fhould alfo 
‘ have reafon to hope, that many of our Gentile neigh- 
bours, who dete? circumcifisn, as performed by us, might 


“ become profelytes to the Jewith religion, and worfhip the 


“maft high God in fellowhhip with ys. But fo long as 


“you infift, not only on the rite itfelf, (for that we our-— 


-felyes are not willing to give up entirely) but on that 
© mode of adminiftration which is fo obnoxious.to them, as 


indifpenfably neceflary to communion with you; it will 


“be, not only a wall of partition between us and them, but | 


©. bone of contention among the chofen tribes themfelves. 


« Confequently, it muft impede, greatly impede, the ex- 
“ercifé of that love to God and that affection for man, 


which are of much greater importance than. the moft ac- 
- curate performance of a merely external rite,’ 


Now fuppofing our brethren in the courfe of their read- 
‘ing to meet with fuch an a¢count, what would they think 


ef it? What would they fay ?; They would, undoubtedly,, 
falpe® the truth of the whole. They would confider .it as 
fable. tins haw, their 
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in the Talmud, 


 yalteration as that fuppofed ; they might have defended it 
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‘That Mofes and Jofhua, warmly efpoufing this latter 
“opinion, added much to its crédit!? ‘This, they would 


fay, is abfolutely incredible, and a vile afperfion on the 


characters of thofe illuftrious faints, Had Nadab and A- 
bihu been. mentioned as the abettors of this unferiptural 


prattice, there would have been lefs reafon to deny the: 
truth of the whole relation; becaufe they were guilty of. 
innovating in the worfhip of God, and were awfully pu- 
nifhed for it. But thhs to reprefent the moft pious, ex- 


emplary, and excellent men in al] the Lfraelitith camp, is 
beyond the bounds, not only of credibility, but alfo of de- 


eency. Refleétions of this kind, I am_ perfuaded, they 


would readily where they to find {uch a narration 
in any Rabbinical auchor.—And now 
give me leave a to remind them; That, according to 
the judgment of the Chriftian world in general, circunici- 
fion was not more neceflary for all the males, who defired 
communion at the pafchal fupper and in the folemn fer- 
vices of the tabernacle, than baptifm is to fellowfhip in the 
Chriftian church and a feat at the Lord’s table—That 
there is, on their own principles, a wider and a more ma- 
terial difference between baptifm, as now adminilftered to 
infants, and baptifm, as appointed by Jefus Chri; than 
there would have been, between cutting off the forefkin, 
and circumcifing a finger: becaufe the Jatter would have 


been circumcifion, and the circum¢ifion of a preper fubje? 

‘alfo, though not of the part required ; 
whether infants.or. adults, is no.ntore dapti/m, in their ac- 
“count, than’ it is immerfron—And that, had any, members. 


but /prinkiing, 


of the ancient fynagogue introduced, or admitted, fuch an 


ron the fame general grounds, and with much greater 


in. fevera] refpeéts at leaft, than our brethren 
‘eat’ the practice of free communion, For I appeal to:my 


xcader, whether the Pentateuch of Mofes 
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of the prophets do not fay as much of the one, as the evan- 
_ gelical hiftory and thewritin gs of the apoftles do of theother? 


Paul, when meeting with certain difciples at Ephefus, 
defired to know, whether they had received the Holy 
-Ghoft fince they believed, To whom they anfwered, 
‘¢ We have not fo much as heard whether there be any 
‘« Holy Ghoft.”” On which the apoftle put the following 
queftion : ‘¢ Unto what then were ye Japtized?” And they — 
faid, ‘* Unto John’s baptifm.”? From which it plainly 
appears, that as thefe perfons profeffed to be difciples of 
Jefus Chrift, Paul took it for granted they had been baptized, 
For his query is not, Have you been baptized? But, ‘Un- — 
‘* to, or into, what then were ye baptized. ?” He inferred 
their baptifm from their profeffion: and he had: reafon fo 
todo. For he well: knew, that the firft adminiftrator of 
the ordinance required a fubmiffion to it, ofall that brought 
fourth fruits meet for repentance ;” that the apoftolic 
miniftry demanded the fame aét of obedience, from all 
that believed in Jefus Chrift; and that the adminiftration. 
of baptifm is a part of the minifterial office, being ftri@ly 
conne¢ted with teaching the difciples of Chrift, ** to ob- 
‘¢ ferve all things which he has commanded.” And, as 
an author before quoted, juftly remarks; ‘ We find that 
_ the preachers of the gofpel always did it, and the people — 
gladly received the word, defired it. How indiffe-. 
* rent foever it appears to fome in our days, yet the grace 
‘of God never failed to ftir up ah early regard to it in 
‘times of old*.’=-But though the great apoftle, when 


* Mr. Brapsuny's Duty and Bap. p. a preceding page. 
of the fame Treatife, he fays; ‘I hear there are feveral who fuppofe. 
“that baptifm is only the work of thofe that are grown up, and yet 
€ negleét jt themfelves. My brethren, whoever is in the right in doc- 
“trine, you are quite wrongin prafice. Do not defpife the advice of 
* one who has more value for your happinefs, than he has for his own - 
fopinion. I will give you it in the words of Ananias;; Wby tarri¢f.. 
“thou? Arife and be baptized, wafbing and calling on the, 
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thole: difciples..at Ephelus, made,.so doube, 


Of Raving beta baptized, even before they informed 


hima vor at; out ‘brethren’s condn& forbids.us forming 
thefame-conclofion, With equal cafe and certainty, 


ate in Communion with them. Nay, Pa- 


Himilf, for ihltange, docs nos confider all, that. 


belotig to his*community as eprized perfons. So that. 


were the apelile’s query addreffed to him, with a little alte-. 


Inve what were the Pedobaptift members of your 
church baptized?’ His anfwer, as a Baptit, maf be; Into 


*fach’cuftem, neither the churches of God,’ From which 


: for I do not confider them as baptized at 
gavarities “in'the church at Corinth, fays; We have no. 


» 


‘coriclude, that whatever is now practifed 
in the worthip of God, which has wot a precedent in the. 
Warrantable, “And as. oar opponents believe that, 


fach’ cifigta as infant {prinkling ;. as it alfo. 


_sppeare from his language to, the difciples at Ephcfas, thet, 
he-lenew of no. fuch'cufom, "among believers,, as, deferring: . 
_  adgbmiffion to buptifin for months and years ;. fo weave, — 


to. infer, that he. wesequally ignosant of any fuch. 


apt, which: ie now. hoary with great antiquity, that bold 


tom of fe 


4 


more «Either fefus 


anything’ as baptifin; which we believe is 


4 


4 


pel-srush, Socamus, introduced the cul. 
feceiving unbaptized perfons to communion; many 

Us OF thie old Toying, “Tbe simes are changed, 


Chrift has informed usin ‘the . 
‘New what -baptifm:s, end .what is weguifihe 
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not:fo; nor receive dny' to:comminion, ‘but thofe whom 
we confider as qualified according to: his 
violating our allegiance to him asthe King 
and rebelling’ againtt his government, If the:Jaster, there — 
48 nO judge’in Hrael} and: every ‘one may do that‘which:is 
right in ‘his own eyes; in vepard td Yes, 
if ‘oar ‘Lord and Jet 
pointed the facred fapper, without ming 
are to partake of miniftering fervants have a difcre. 
tional “power: to adminifter’ them “how and to: whomethey 
~pleafe, And:if fo, our brethren may {prinkle orimmerfe, 
infants. or'adales; as their own conveniency and the dif. | 
Pofitions of their’ people ‘reqdire. Nay, they: may ‘pro. 
ceed further; ‘andadmit the infant oftheir 
Pedobaptitt friends16'the Lord’s tible + whith was the ges 
neral cuftom ‘for feveral ‘apes, in the apoftate ftaté of the 
Chriftian® chorch, “arid, as a learned author een 
thepractice’ very’ néar the Chrifians in 
world ‘Then: ‘their communion would be indy 
entirely’ free’ from the Thacklesof we: 


communion, ‘then, for Which they’ plead is free, 

heré beg leave to afk, From what? "The 
men? that is alaudable freedom, From the laws of Heel? 

went that were a licentious liberty. . Abfurd, in: 

ble, in fact. It never was, it.never tan be the cafe. 

that God. thould inflitute. 2 Pofitive ordinance ob aivine 


+f 
| 
| 
be 
4 
| 


as the Lord’s fupper undoubtedly is ; Jeave it 
*entirelyeto'the difcretion of men; to whom it fhould be ad. 4 
midliftered. Free—for whom? For every one. that.will? 
‘This they do not pretend. Forall who imaginethemfelves 
“Pelievers‘and qualified for it? This they dare not affert, 
© For, notwithitanding all their candour and all their catho- 
* Jieifm, they do not confider every one that thinks him- ~ 
felf a believer and defires communion, as fit for it. Hence 
it’ is, they afk a reafon of the candidate’s hope, and take 
the liberty of judging for themfelves, what his hope and the 
ground of it are ¢ They think it their duty to inquire, in | 
what light he views himfelf, and what he believes concern- 
ing the Son of God. And if, in their judgment, he be 7 
not converted to Jefus Chrift, they put a negative on his 
requeft; even though they feel an affection for him, asa 
moral, a fincere, a well meaning man. Here, then, is | 
another and a-great limitation ; a boundary which it would 
not be lawful to fet, if a pofitive inftitution were not con- 
cerned, and if fuch limitation were not fixed by the divine 
-Inftitutor. By parity ofreafon, therefore, if our Lord has given 
any other direction, relating to the fame ordinance, it fhould 
be regarded with equal reverence and equal pundtuality. 
_ What, then, is the freedom for which they plead? Why, 
that Baptift churches fhould admit Padobaptifts into com- 
-munion with them. In other words, That they fhould admit | 
believers to the Lord’s table, whom they confider as un- 
baptized, A very extraordinary pofition this! Such, how- 
eyer, is free communion: in defence of which, feveral.pam- 
phiets have, of late, been publifhed. And who can tell, 
‘but..fome. of our brethren may fo improve on the doétrine 
_ Of liberty, in regard to divine, inftitutions of a pofitive na-— 
‘ture, as.to favour us, ere long, with a PLea. FoR FREE 
“Baprism?——With a differtation, intended to prove the 
_lawfuineS,.and, in fome cafes, the neceflity, of adminif- 
+ tering amin to fuch whom we confider as unbelievers ? 
pe 
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‘perfuaded in their own. minds, that they are believers in 
_ Jefus Chrift. At the fame time declaring; that it will be | 


at the peril of greatly difhonouring real religion, ‘aNnD 


‘© NOT A LITTLE CONTRIBUTING TO THE GaUSE OF 
if we refufe.—But let us now briefly 


confider what they fay, in defence of their hypothefis. 
They argue, from /everal paffages of {cripture ; from the 
temper required of real Chriftians, in their behaviour one 
towards another; and object againft us our ows conduc?, in 


another refpe. 


The principal paffages adduced from holy writ, and 
here to be .confidered, are the following: ‘* Him that is 


_ «* weak in the faith receive ye, but not to doubtful difpu- 


‘* tations—for God hath received him—Receive ye one 
“* another, as Chrift alfo received us, to the glory of God— 
‘‘ God, which knoweth the hearts, bare them witnefs, 
‘¢ giving them the Hely Ghoft, even as he did unto us: 


and put no difference between us and them, . purifying 
“their hearts by faith—I am made all things to all 


** men, that I might by all means fave fome*.”——On — 
which paffages we may obferve in general; Whatever their — 


‘meaning may be, except our opponents can make it appear, 


that they contain the grant of a di/penfing power to gofpel 
minifters and churches; that is, unlefs thefe divine decla- 
Yations authorize the minifters and churches of Chrift, to 
fet afide an ordinance of his, or to invert the order of its ad- 
miniftration, as they may think proper; they are far from 
anfwering the exigencies of their cafe, or a the pur- 
they ate cited. 

Again: The texts produced do not fo muchiasienarion : 
communion at the Lord’s table, nor appear to have the 
leaft reference to it. Nog the Holy Ghoit has other ob- 


-, je&ts in view, in each of the contexts. And as thefe are 


the to which our brethren appeal in 


H proof 
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proof of their point, we may take it for granted, that better 
are not to be found; and, confequently, as a tacit ac- 
knowledgment, that pofitive proof is wanting. But if. it 
be allowed, that there is no po/tive evidence in favour of 
their. prattice, it amounts to a conceffion that there is no. 
proof at all. Becaufe nothing of a pofitive and ritual na-_ 
ture can be proved.a duty, or agreeable to the will of God, 
merely by our own reafonings; for by arguments formed 
on moral precepts and genéral rules of conduét. «For if | 
-once we admit any thing in the worfhip of God, as a duty,» 
that is grounded, either on far-fetched inferences from 
particular declarations of {cripture, in which the holy pen- 
men do not appear to have had the leaft thought of the 
matter in queftion; or on our own“ideas of expediency and 
ufefulnefs, we fhall not know where to ftop. On this prin- 
ciple, a great number of ceremonies were brought into the 
church of Rome, and might be introduced by us, thoygh 
hot one of them could ftand that divine query, ‘€Who hath 
*“ required this at your hand?” As it cannot be proved, — 
by the deduétions of reafon, that it is the duty of any man | 
te eat bread and to drink wine, as a branch of divine 
worthip, but only from the teftimony of God; fo, what 
lie ‘has revealed in regard to that matter, is our only rule 
in all that relates to the Lord’s fapper®. Confequently, 
as thefe paflages fay nothing at all about baptifm, ‘nor 
about communion at the Lord’s table, either fri@, or frees 
they have little pertinency of application, ‘or ‘force of ar- 
gumentimthem. — 

Our brethren maintain, when difputing with Paedobap- 
“What “the Téftament ‘knows of infant 
than it docs ‘Ofinfait communion: -and‘that many 
of. the arguments ‘adduced, in ‘defence of the former, will 
_equally apply to the’ fatter ‘Here: ‘they ‘feem 
of Bop. in « of Let Hoapty, PB 


Pairestrey is alfo of the fame For he fays, No 


can be made to this cuftom, [i. of giving the Lord’ 
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fident that they have truth and faét.on their fide. But _ 
might not Dr. PaissTiey, for inftance, who maintains 
both, retort; *‘ That facred code.of Chriftian worfhip to. 
‘which you appeal, knows as much of aur fentimenpts and 
‘ practice as it does of yours? Produce your warrant from 
‘ thofe heavenly inftitutes contained in the New Teftament, 
‘ for admitting a believer to the Lord’s table, in,a church 
*of Chrift, while that very church confiders him as un- 
‘ baptized; and you fhall not wait long for equally ay- 
“ thentic evidence, that infant baptifm and infant commu- 
| -nion have the fanétion of diyine authority. You fre- 
“quently, affert, that our arguments.formed on the, cove- | 
“nant, made with Abraham; on the rite of circumcifion ; ; 
‘on the holinefg attributed, by Paul, to the children of 
© believers; and. on feveral other paflages of {cripture, in 
¢ defence of an infant’s right to baptifm, are inconclufive, ; 
“not only becaufe that facred inftitution is not,exprefsly 
* mentioned in any of thofe places; but alfo becaufe, in 
‘your opinion, nothing fhort of an,exprefs command, or 
4 ‘a plain, apoftolic example, can fuffice, toi dineét our 
practice, in the adminiffration of ordinances that are of 
, a pofitive kind. Yet, when pleading. for free communjon, 
* you. adopt this method of arguing, and think ic 
‘ quite conclufive : otherwife you never would. appeal with 
* fuch confidence as many of you do, to, the paflages now 
‘ produced *’.—But Jet us take a more particular view ‘of 


the now before, us. 


The 


*to bot what may, with egsal ‘ui be made to the 
of baptizing infants,” And he informs us, that ‘ Infant communion 
¢is to this day the practice of the Greck churches, of the Roffians, | 
‘the Armenians, the Maronites, the Copts, the Affyrians, and probably _ 
all other orieotal churches.” ddre/s: to on giving the 
Sup. to Children, 23, 

things. of external appointment, faye Dr. 
Sand mere poftive inftitution, where we cannes, as immatters,of 


* tural and, moral duty, argue 
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-€ receive them that were weak in faith, as God and Chrift 
**had received them.” And we are plainly informed, 


that the perfons intended were fuch, as had not a clear-dif- 


‘cernment of their Chriftian liberty, in regard to rhe eating 
of meats forbidden by the ceremonial law, and the obferva- 


Hon of days, that was of old required by it: But what has. 
this to do with free communion? Is there no way of ‘‘ re-. 


"The converted Romans | were commanded by Paul, to. | 


é 

i 


ceiving him that is weak in faith,” but by admitting eG 


| him to the Lord’s table? Muft the exhortation to receive a 
-Chriftian brother, be confined to that fingle inftance of. 


true benevolence? Or, is our fo doing the capital idea and: 


the primary fenfe of the precept, in any of Paul’s writ- 
ings? He fays, in this very epiftle, «I commend unto 


Was her admiffion to the holy table the principal thing | 
that he defired of the believing Romans, on her account? 
No; he evidently had fomething elfe in view; fomething 
that would manifeft their love to a difciple of Chrift, much 


-miore than barely permitting her to have communion with 


them in the facred fupper. For he immediately adds; 
“ And that ye a/j/ ber in whatfoever bufinefs the hath need 


of you ®. Or, did he folicit admiffion tothe Lord’s 


table, "tor himfelf and his fellow minifters, among the Co- 
rinthians, when he faid; ** Receive us; we have wronged 
** no man}; we have corrupted no man; we have defraud- 


**ed no man?” Or, for when he thus 


expreffed himfelf to the Philippians; ‘‘ Receive bim, there- 


4* fore, ‘in. she-Lord, with all gladnefs, and hold {uch in 


» 


of the Ghligation, the neceflity of the shige itfelf; we 
* have nothing to do but to obey the pofitive command. God isinfi- 
* nitely better able than we, to judge of the propriety and ufefulnels of 
¢the things he inflitutes; and it becomes us to obey with humility 
of Church Catech; p, 405, 306. Edit 


«Cor, vii, 2. 290 


_ you Phebe our fifter,—that ye receive her in the Lord.” — 
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Temon “© Receive bim, that is, mine own bowely—Re- | 


“< ceive ais as myfelf*?” Or, was communion at the 
Lord’s table the principal thing which the apoftle Johny 
had in his eye, when: he faid; ‘* We therefore ought to 
*< receive Juch, that, we might be. fellow helpers to the, 
“<truth+?”? It is, I will venture to affirm, a much greater 
thing to receive either a weak or a ftrong believer, in the 


fenfe of thefe, exhortations; than merely to grant hima. 


place at the Lord’s table. Why, then, fhould our 
thren plead for it as they do, asif it were the grand criterion, 
of our acknowledging Pzdobaptifts to be real converts, 


of our love to. them, as fuch ? 


_ Befides,.the faith of a fincere believer may be as weaky 
and require as much: forbearance, in regard to the holy 
fupper,: as in refpe&t of baptifm. A. reformed and really, 


converted Catholic may defire fellowfhip with us, who ftilk 


retains the Popith error of communion im one kind only : 
but are we obliged by this apoftolic precept, to. mutilate 
the facred ordinance in condefcenfion to his weaknefs?—~ 
To embrace the weak, as well as-the ftrong believer, in 


the arms of Chriftian affection, is a capital. duty-of the | 
moral law. To bear with a brother’s infirmities, and ta eS 


“forbear one another in. love,” are certainly required by 


- that. command which fays; ‘* Thou fhalt love thy neigh- 


bour as thyfelf;” and would have. been our duty, 
neither. baptifm,. nor the Lord’s. fupper, had ever exifted.. 
But.are: we to regulate our conduét,. in the admiffion of 
perions toa poftive inftitution;—-to one which depends. 
entirely, on, the /overeign pleafure of God, by inferences,. 
drawn. from, the geaeral.and.satura/ duties of the moral. 
law? Were the precepts of that eternal law ever confidered: 
by-the, priefts or the people ofold, as-the rule of adminif< 
tering pofitive inftitutions? Had they not another fyftem 


of precepts, expre/e precepts, intended. for that 


aad was.pot fucha ritual abfolutely. 
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fords no proof,,nor any thadow of proof, that they had 
not communion together at the Lord’s table.—But admit: | 


4 faith” were unbaptized; or, at leat, foconfidered by 


between us. 


(criptures.’—And, 
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Suppofing; however, that there were no way of recéivs 

ing onethat is weak in faith, but by admitting him ‘to: itl 

Lord’s table, this. text would be far from proving what dur 
ponents defire; unlefs they could make it appear, that 


the.perfons of whom the apoftle immediately fpeaks, were. 


not members of the church of Rome, when he gave the ad. | 
vice... There being difputes among the believing Romans, 
about the eating of meats and the obfervation of days, “fe 


ting that to bea fact, of which there is ‘not the leaft evi- 
dence, the conclufion drawn from the paffage would not 
be juft, except it were alfo proved, that the ‘* weak ‘ia 


their ftronger brethren; -for ¢4ar is the point in difpute / 
But ‘that Paul -confidered the believing Ro- 
mans to whom he wrote, as baptized Chriftians, ‘is ‘al- 


"lowed by all, fo far as I have obferved, who have no hy- 
pothefis to ferve, by admitting a ‘contrary fuppofition®. 


For, as Dr. Goopwin obferves, ‘He argues from the 
‘known ‘and generally received profeffion and practice of 
‘all Chriftians. ye mot that fo many of us as were 


ferring vs to Rom..vi. 3. Cor. i. 14, and Gal. iii, 27. with 
a view to ferve their feveral hypothefes, which all unite in greatly de- 
preciating the ordinance of baptifm, The words of Mr Bunyan, 


whe fpeaking of the apottolic times, and mentioning thefe three paf- 


fages, are as follows’ eThit adil’ that’ were reteived into fellowMhis 

« wereeven then baptized fir, would ftrain a weak man’s wit to prove 
¢ ity, if arguments were clefely made upon thefe three texts of holy 
a few pages after, when arguing from the fecond of , 
thefe apottolic teftimonies, he fays; * By this negligent relating who 
© were baptized by him [Paul, ] he theweth, that he made no fuch mat- 


baptifm, as fome in thefe'days do; nay, that he made no 
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tifm into Chrift, profefs baptifm into his death, “as'the 
‘thing. intended by it. The ws, there, is the generality 
_ “of Chriftians, diftinguifhed ufually by: that word from 
¢ Heathens; as, Rom. xiv. 7. 1 Cor. viii. 6. Zo Us there 
© as Lut one God, &c. ‘That is, we Chriftians profefs all, 
‘and generally fo. And his fcope being to thew, how 
© fan@tification flows from being in Chrift; his argument is 
© drawn from a general principle of the Us of Chriftians— 
«So that this expreffion, as many of us, imports not, as as if 
‘fome were, and fome not, baptized; for then his argu- 
‘ment of fanétification had not been binding to the gene- 
} “wality: of Chriftians, which, it is evident, it was in his 
‘intention : but it imports the contrary, that as many as 
“were Chriftians, WERE ALL BAPTIZED, and were taught | 
 € this to be the meaning of that great point and principle 
. *0f religion, that as they were baptized into Chrift oe 
* by, fo alfo into his death*.’ \ 
‘ But God receives the weak i in faith; and we are ex- 
‘ prefsly commanded to receive one aneelier not to doubtful 
‘ difputations,. but as Cltrift hath received us to the glo 
* of God.’ Granted: yet permit me to afk, Is the divine 
condu&t, is the favour of God, or the kindnefs of Chrift, 
in receiving finners, the rule of our proceeding in the ad- 
miniftration of pofitive inftitutions ? Whom does God, whom 
does Chrift receive? None but thofe that believe and profefs 
faith in the Lord Meffiah? Our brethren willnot affirm it. 
For if divine compaffion did not extend to the dead in fin; 
if the kindnefs of Chritt did not relieve the enemies of God ; 
none of our fallen race would ever be faved. But does it 
hence follow, that we muft admit the unbelieving and the 
unconverted, either to baptifm, or the holy table? Our 
‘gracious Lord freely accepts all that defire it.and all thae 
come; but are we bound, by his example, to receive 
every one communion th us? Our oppor 


Vol, IV. On the Govlrament the Churcber of Chrif 
Vid. Secin. Conf, Ps 431,432 
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nents dare not aflertit. For though the Great Supreme i is 
entirely. at liberty, to do as he pleafes, to reject or accept 
whom he will; yet it is not fo wish his miniftering fervants 
and prafefling people, in regard to the facred fupper. No; 
-igis their indifpenfable duty and their everlasting hondur, 
to regard his revealed will. and obey his righteous. com; | 
mands, The divine precepts contained in the Bible, nog 
the divine condu@ in the adminiftration of a fovereign ro, 
vidence, are the only. rule of our obedience i in all, things 
Befices, golpel churches are fometimes obliged, the lawe 
of Chrift, to exclude from their communion thofe whom i 
he has received ; as appears from the cafe of the inceftyoug 
rion in the church at Corinth. And have thofe ch urches. 
that practife free communion never excluded any for {ean- 
dalous backflidings; whom, ’ notwithftanding, they could 
not but confider as received of Chrift? What, do they 
never exclude any from fellow fhip with them, but fuch of 


whom they have no hope! I cannot fuppofe, nor will they. 


affirm any fach thing. But if there may be a it 


excluding fuch from communion whom God has received,. 


though at prefent in a ftate of backfliding ; why may there 
not be a, fufficient reafon of refu/ing communion to fome, 
whom we look upon as the objets of God's peculiar fa- 
‘vour? Ts there not as great a degree of difapprobation dif- 
covered i in the former cafe, as there is in the Jagier ? and i 13° 
not the word of God our only rulé in both cafes? It i is not 
every one, therefore, that is received of Jefus Chrift who 
is entitled to communion at his table; but fuch, and only 
fuch, as revere his authority, fubinit to his ordinances, and 
ory the laws of his houfe. * 1° 
And: are our Opponents verily perfuaded that Baptifma is 2° 
matter of “ doubtfal ‘difputation ?”” Why, then, do they 
‘not both: {prinkle and immeife, infants and adulis, that 


be fare, in fome inffances at leait, “of doing that 


which is right? Why : fo 
when 
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when they preach, or publith, upon the fabject ? That’ 


Ee _ It has been, and is dijputed, muft be allowed: and fo has al- 


moft every article of the-Chriftian faith ; efpecially fuch ar- 
ticles-as appear to us the cleareft and of the greateft import- 


ance, Witnefs thofe doctrines relating to the Trinity and’ | 


the Deity of Chrift; his vicarious atonement and original fir. 
Thefe have been mock oftner difputed, in ancient and mo- 
dern times, than the mode and fubjeé&t of baptifm.—And 
has not almoft gyery branch of Chriftian worfhip been dif- . 
puted? The "ie of our Lord has been much more fre- 
quently controverted, between Papiits and Proteftants, be- 
tween Lutherans and Calvinifts, than ever baptifm was - 
among any profeffors of Chriftianity. Yetwho, among 
our brethren, will dare to affert, that no Catholic, who 
ever difputed for with-holding the cup from the people, . . 


was received by Jefus Chrift? For that matter is not /o 


clear, but real Chriitians may pofft differ in their judg-_ 
ment and praétice concerning it. Nay, fuch doubts and 
difficulties are there attending the holy fupper, that Be- . 


LARMINE aflures us, we cannot certainly determine from 


the exprefs words of f{cripture only, what there das in the 
cup, before our Lord bleffed it; whether.a little awine, or 
wine mixed with water, or frrong drink, Or water only*. 
And will Paciricus, or Canpipus, dare to affert, that 


the zealous Cardinal was abfolutely rejeSted of God? Nos. 


they cannot do it, without violating the amiable’ import 


_ Of their feveral names.—The Quakers alfo, have difputed 
the whole ordinance, and every pretence to. it, as well as 


baptifm, out of their aflemblies.. But is it lawful hence to 
conclude, that they are a// rejected of Jefus Chrift? So true 
are thofe words of Paciricus and of Canpipus, his 
colleague: ‘The points in baptifm [and the Lord’s fup- _. 


® Quid in calice fuerit ante confecrationem, an vinum parum, an - 


vinum agua mixtum, an -ficera, an aqua fola, ex expreile 


non habetur, Voss, Thefes Theolog: p. 
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*{per, about which we sPapitts and Lutherans, Quaker, 
Pxdobaptifts, and Antipedobaptifts] differ; are nbt 4 
§ charly ffated in the Bible (however clear to us) but that a 
fincere Chriftians may miftake them.’ We ma 
therefore, henceforth confider baptifm and the Lord's fup. 
per, the only pofitive inftitutions in the Chriftian charch, 
as juftly reckoned among thofe things that are of ** doubt. 77 
** ful difputation:”? but whether they are to have thé frp sit 
place among Paul’s daxgiztis I leave ourbre 
thren to determine. For to them the honour of clafjinga 
politive inftitution of Chrift among things AMBIGUOUS, i 
is undoubtedly due; fince all befides themfelves look upon 
it as ewident, either, that baptifm is an indifferent thing, as 
Socinus, aud fome of his followers* ; or, that it fhould 
be entirely laid afide, as the Quakers; or, that itis ayerm 
of communion, which has ever been the opinion and prattice 
of the Chriftian church in general. One ftep further, and 
it will be matter of doubtful difputation, whether both. the 
pofitive appointments of our divine Lord fhould not be 
quite difcarded, For, that baptifm. ought to be adminit¢ 
tered prior to the facred fupper, is as clearly revealed, as 
that either of them was intended for the ufe of believers i in 
all fucceeding ages. 
Our honeft friend, Barctay, when talking notide of 
thofe difputes which have been about the facred fupper, 
fays; ground and matter of their contett in 
* things extrinfick from, unneceflary to, the main that 
“ter. And this has been often the policy of Satan, to buly 
« people and amwufe them with outward figns, foadaws, and 
* forms ; making them contend about it [them ; } while, in the 
* mean time, the /ud/lance is neglected—For there have been 
«more animofities and heats about this one particular, and | 
4 more mepertined and contention, than about any ot 
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* And, furcly, they are little acquainted with the ftate of 
‘ Proteftant affairs, who know not, that their contentions 

‘about this have been more hurtful'to the Reformation, 

‘ than all the oppofition they met with from their common 
‘ adverfaries*.? He advifes, therefore, to give up the or- 
-dinance for the fake of peace, and as the only effectual way 
of fecuring tranquility 1 in the church of God.—So the So- 
cinians maintain, that we may either adminifter or difpenfe 
with baptifm, as occafion requires. For, fays VOLKELIUS, 
« As all other indifferent things may be cither ufed or omit- 
‘ed, as charity fhall dire&t; even fo 4apti/m, if the honour 
“of God and the love of our neighbour demand it, feems 
‘at fometimes abfolutely neceflary to be adminiftered, in 
‘order to avoid giving offence ¢.".—-And as the Socinian 
pleads for the adminiftration of baptifm, on fome occati- 
ons; foMr. Bunyan ftrongly afferts the neceflity of its 
omiffion, on others. Thefe. are his words: ‘Jf water 
‘ baptifm, as the circumftances with which the churches 
‘ were peftered of old, trouble the peace, wound the con- 
2 {ciences of the godly, difmember-and break their fellow- 
‘ fhips, © it is, although an orvinawce, for the prefent, 
be prupentLy sHuNNeD }.’—How flight the bar- 
rier, how thin the partition, between free communion 
and Katabaptifm! Thus baptifm is treated, not as a 
branch of divine worfhip, but as a tool of hynan convenie 
€nce; NOt as an ordinance of Gov and a mean of his glory, 
but as a happy expedient in the hands of men, to fecure the 
applaufe of their fellow mortals ;—that applaufe which is 
wonfidered as due to perfons of a condefcending, candid, 

catholic fpirit. If the omiffion of it would give ifence, 
det it by all means be mgmenifiese and if the ufe of it 


Barcray P- 455, 456. 

Ut omnia alia adiaphora,—pro eo ac charitas praefcribit, jam 
ufurpari, jam omitti poflunt: ita et baptifmus ifte, divine gloria*ra- 
‘tione, et proximi amore poftulante, ut nimirum fcandalum vitetur, 
hibendué intérdum-plane vitetor, Apud Hoowns, p. 266, 
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would be attended with the fame inconvenience, lay it afide 
and fay not a word'about it. Cech is the ‘advice of > 
and Bunyan. 
The reader, I take it*for granted, can hardly 
| obferving, w what an admirable method is here propofed by 
this triumvirate, Votre rus, and Bunyan, 
im order to promote and fecure peace among Chriftian 
brethren. ‘A method, it muft be confeffed, that is atonce | 
very comprehenfive, quite expeditious, and extremely eafy, 
So compréhenfive, that it will apply to every cafe: So exe 
 peditious, that any controverfy may, by the happy expedi- 
ent, be finifhed in a trice: and fo eafy, that every one may 
have the benefit of it. Were it univerfally known and 
univerfally putfued, there would foon be no difputes at all, 
either about truth or duty, Forthe whole procefs confifts 
in this; If divulging a truth believed, or prattifing a duty 
required, fhould at any time give offence, or be likely fo 
to do; keep the former to yourfelf, let the latter ito: 
and all fhall be well. But how much more agreeable to 
fcripture, is the following maxim of a celebrated author ; 
‘ The appointment of God, is the Aighef law, the Su- 
©‘ PREMR NECESS(TY; which we ought rather to obey, 
than indulge popular ignorance and weaknefs * 
the manner of reafoning fometimes ufed by our opponents, 
and by thofe three authors to whom I have juft referred.; 
one would imagine, that-Socinians, Quakers, and thole 
Baptifts who plead for free communion, were almoft the 
only perfons in the Chriftian world, that-exercife a proper 
degree of candour towards profeflors of other denomina- 
tions, or have a due regard for.peace among the people of 
God: but whether this be a fuct the reader will judge. 
>» But is it poffible for our opponents to imagine, that 
. Paul intended to place 4aptj/m on the fame —" with 
sendum, quam populari ignorantiz et infirmitati indulgendum, Tur- 
Inf. Tom, Loc. XIX, XIV. § 14. 
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Certa ttt meatvand days; the former ‘of whteh 
 'the lattér-enjoined,- by the God’of Ifrael, under.che Jewifh 
economy? What, baptifm become an article of ** doubt- 
ful difputation” in fo: early: a -day:! [f° ‘on -the other 
‘hand; that‘infpired-writer had ‘no thought of baptifm when 
mentioned doubtfal difputations ;” if .what he there 
about. matters then in difpute, regard things:that be- 
“fon ged to an aatigdated ritual; what. authority” havé our 
‘Brethren to pit baptifm on a level with them? Or where 
ds 'the force of their argument from this paflage? 

Receive ye one another, as Chrift alfohath received 
words ~have- been “underitood in a larger fenfe than 
- ‘that for‘which our brethren plead. For fome Paedobaptitts 
have’ concluded ‘from -hence,. that it is the indifpenfable 
duty of a particular church tg allow communion to a//that 
defire it: taking it for granted, no doubt, that none would 
-yequeft the privilege but thofe who were. baptized. This, 
~| 4 will certainly think,.is communion. And, 
. fndeed if this text. warrant our brethren’s practice, I fee 
- Burt little objeétion againft its being underftood in fuch a 
 Jatitudelof fignification.. But, in oppofition, to fuch 3 fenfe 
of the. ‘paflage, | a Padobaprift writer obferves; This in- 
‘ference is: glaringly forced and wide, difcovering their 
ui * ignorance of the true meaning and defign of the text who 
make it» The apoftle is not here {peaking of apm1ss10N 
_. CHURUH-MEMBERS HIP at all ;—nor does he confider 
- © thofe*to’ whom he writes in the precife light of members 
 “ofithe chutch ‘univerfal’s ‘but as members of a particular 
-charch, or body among: whom there was fome diffe- 
pence opinion’ about «meats, &c. which was like ‘to 
break .their communion: together, as is plain from the 
preceding chapters ‘The apoitle fets himfelf to prevent 
this, and to accomplifha reconciliation... And, after’ a 
~* number of healing things, he concludes with thefe words; 
S Receive ye one another. “That is, ye who are faints at 


Romie, who have ‘agreed to walk ‘together in the com- 
mandments 
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ordinances of the Lord Jefus ; ye who are 
united in church-communion, _feceive ye.one 


3 : 


86 


* another in love, as.recometh faints, wpited in one body 
fof murualtbenefit. » Bear ye-one another’s burdens : watch 
one another in love, notwithftanding 
% Of fome difference in fentiment among you: as to the eat. 
%@ ng certain meats and regarding certain days, let not that 
difference make any breach in your. communion together 
church of Chrift./ But letthe ftrong bear with thofe 
“4 that are weak, and the weak not be offended with the 
liGetty ofthe ftrong: Judge not one another uncharita- 
“bly, but fet-brotherly Jove continue—This is precifely 
the apoiile’s ‘meaning; as will appear to thofe who look 

to'the connection of his argument ; and by 


And feppofing this, paflage 


“oily, ‘by Way ‘of analogy, their inference is. equally weak, 
corielufion palpably forced : there being a great, | 


an éfféritial difference,’ between eating or not eating of cer- 
“tain ‘meats, in the apottolic’ times; and our being baptized 
or not baptized, prior’ to communion atthe Lord’s table. 
For though, while the ceremonial law was in force, the 
Jews were obliged to abftain from prohibited meats ; yet our 
Opponents will not affirm, that theimobfervance of a nega- 
“ tive precept was intended by the Eternal Sovereign, to an- 
fimilar purpofes' with’ the‘ordinance:of baptafm, as ap- 

oitited bY Jefus Chrift. "The Jatrer:is a folemn inftitution 
‘bit cat this be-afferted of the former? 
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she’Chiriftian church, Bat can’ fimilar things be :affiemed 


conterning that abftinence from-certain meats, which 


forbidden under the Jewith economy? § 
To conclude my remarks ‘on the text before | 
the paffage. Canoipus, we will fuppefe, isthe 
paftor of a Baptift church,’ and that a‘difpute arifes among 
his people, about the lawfulnefs of eating blood, or any thing 
‘The’ controverfy rifes high, and»ie carried.on 
with too much heat of temper: Each party is blamed.by 
the other; the one, as judaizing ; the other, as violating a 
apoftolic precept,—-A report of this comes to 
Concerned and grieved at fuch cententjons and-fach. 
“a. of brotherly Jove, in a once flourifhing-and happy 
church, he writes them a friendly letter; in which he be- 
wails their hurtful contefts, gives them his beft advice, and, - 
among other things, he fays: “‘ Him that is weakinthe 
faith, receive ye; but not to doubtful-difputations, For 
One believeth that‘he may eat alhthinge:<. another who. 
is weak, eateth herbs. Let not him that eateth, defpife. 
that eateth-not: and let ndt him which eateth not, 
Judge him that. eateth; for God hath received him. 
_- Wherefore receive ye one another,. as Chrift alfo receiv- 
coche-glory of God.” —In.a while. after, this heal- 
‘ing epiftle ds publithed, and read by many.. In the perufal 
others conclude, that the per- 
‘fons exhorted te mutual forbearance, had not communion one 
‘another,’ under.the paftoral careof Canpipus ; and: 
-thiit they who are ftiled; weak in. faith,” had never been: 
‘Nay, fomevaffert, that the mere want of bapti/m,. 
the opinion of Iren.myus, ought never to be objected 
any that are candidates for communion at theLord’s 
ever: be-made a bar.to fellowhip in a church of 
Ohritt. known, in any inftance, 
give the leaft:caufe far fach.a fafpicion —The applica 
fen is eafy:: i fhall, therefore,.only.afk,. Whether, in the 
fach inferences. woald be genaine’ 
la on 


$85." AmiARQLOGY, pus BAPTISTS, 


4 


or, forced and’ unnatural ?_ and, Whether they who drew. 
them. might-not, be-fufpeaed of being,- either very fanciful’ 
and weak, or as.acting under the power of fume prejudice? , 


‘The reader will pardon my prolixity,on this pail: 
great upon dr. 


confiders that,our opponents lay a v re 

By ‘the: text; produced from, the of the Apoftles we’. 
leatn,y that ‘*.God is no refpecter of perfons ;” that he, as 
an /abfolute. fovereign, beftows his favours on Jews Hs 
Gentiles without any difference, But will our brethren 
ferfrom:hence, that they whofe honour and happinefs itis. 
to be his obectieat fervants, are entirely at liberty-to receive: 
to communion atghe Lord’s table all that believe, without . 

ang difference? Can they juftly conclude, that becaufe 
HOVAH, difpenfes. his bleflings as de pleafes, they may 
minifter,or omit, his:pofitive inftitutions as #hey. pleafe?.. 

Once, more: They produce, as much in their favour, 
declarations. of Paul to the church at Cotinth®,’ relating 
to Chis. own: conduét,:. And what.do we learn. in general 
from this paflage; but that he, out of his great concern for 
good of mankind, and his. atndant zeal for the glory ,. 
of God, ‘was-willing to ‘do, or forbear, any thing: that was .. 
Jawful, in order to gain an’ impartial -hearing from -both .. 
Jews a Gentiles: wherevet came’? faidy any. thing . 
that was lawful : the rule'of which: is the: divine precept, 
or fome example warraiited by divine aushopity... Nor.can. , 
we view thefe words more extenftve _ 
‘plicitly charging: thé” great ‘apdftle with semporizing,..and 
highly impeaching. his exalted charaGter——-But has 
text). any moré than ‘the former; todo with the admi- 
| niftration, ° ‘or laying afide,~of pofitive -inftitutions? 
athe, duty*of Aaron, as well-ad of Paul,.and of us, tofeck 

to the utmoft~of his abilityy’ But was this; general: 
the tule of his ‘performingrthe: folemn fangiuary 
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ftom hence, that if the difpofitions of the people required — 


it, he was at liberty to omit any of the facred rites, or te 
tranfpofe the order in which JeHovan commanded they 
fiould be performed j=uIf, however, any of our Opponents 
can make it appear, that this paffage really has a relation 


_ to the pofitive appointments of Chrift ;'\it‘muft be confider- 


ed as the Macwa Cuarra of adifpenfing, ‘priefily power, 
in regard to thofe inftitutions. And, confequently, if out 


_ brethren can make out their claim to the honour, free com- 


munion will be eftablifhed with a witnefs. In fuch a cafe 
it might be expetted, that the next advocate for it, when 
citing the paffage, would upog it, and addrefs 
us in the following manner: ‘* This text is full to my — 
purpofe. It contains all wifh,. when.contending 
* with my ftrifter brethren. For hence it is. plain, that 

* Tam at liberty, perfeétly at liberty, to omit, or adminif- 
* ter, the ordinance of baptifm,. juft as the difpofitions and 
'¢ choice of my hearers.may render it convenient. Yes, ye 
strict Baptists! this admirable text. authorizes me, 
¢ in condefcenfion to the weaknefs of my fincere hearers, 
not only to receive Pedobaptifts.into communion ; for 
4 chat is a mere trifle,. with fuch.a. patent of-church power 
in my hand; but alfo Semi-Quakers, who rejett bapti{m ; 
* and converted Catholics, who mutilate the facred fupper ; 
* yea, to baptize the infant offspring of any who fhall. de- 


fireit. By: deing-of which, I hope to obtain the favour 
ee of many refpettable .Padobaptifts, who have been ex- 


* tremely offended by that rigid and forbidding condué, 


whigh you are fo notorious. and by difpeniing 
.bapsifm, in fome inftances, I dowbt-not bur I fhall 
(convince many.of,the. utility and, neceflity, of it; which 


know, would bean, admirable method of producing’ 


and bring:great honour to my caule. This 
text——what thall I-fay?..this wonderfully comprehenfive 


paffage, gives mea difcretionary power 10 dojuf as / pleafe 
regard to baptifmand communion.’ 


The of de another, 
v0 dar freed from the Charge 


as preatly to the Ordinanspgf Baptijmy 


OTHIN G more,.common, with Our, Opponents, 
When pleading for: free communion, than to difplay, . 


Othet"s thiltakesy'in matters that are non-<fential; in.which 
che From confi- 
this-kind, they infer:the lawfulnefs of admit-— 
Peddbaptifts to comménion with them.—Ner funda- 
Thefe,megative epithets they fre- 
‘quetitly apply And might they not, be applied, 
‘With’€qual ‘propriety, to the. Lord's fupper But.in what 
fabmifion to baptifm non-cflential? .To our 
inig rightcoufnels, our acceptance with.God,.or an. 
the divine Lord’s fupper ; and 
‘Gs’ every branch of obedience... For they, wall 
in the divine favour,, is not obtained 
“by the ‘miferable finner;: butigrasted bythe Exernal Sove- 
a juhtifying righteoufnels isnot there/uit ,of 
endeavours, but the work of our heavenly Subititutc, 
the prep j- 


Yfaffertngs ofthe great: pur 


father’s: psthere never qwas.an.ordinance ap- 
God, there never was.a command given 


of Reafento'rxal the Supper, in point, 


<listine, andito,unge the pro- 
priety, ‘thé utility, «hie necefity of bearing with one an- 
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it is not ‘neceflary on other accounts and i in other my 4 
fo, we may alter, or lay it afide, jutt as we pleafe ; ; and : 
on.the fame principle, we may difnifs, as non-effential, all’ 
order and every ordinance in the church:of: God... 
“Is not the inftitution of baprifm a branch of divine 
fhip.?\ And is-not edminiftration 6f it, prior the’ 
Lord’s fapper, -effentia! to that order in: which Chrift cof.” 
_ manded his pofitiye appointments to be regarded? Nay,’ ' 
himfelf tacitly. allows, that the pragtice 
communion is a breach of order in gofpel churches, 
in anfwer to.an objection of this kind, he fays; * Though 
* it be admitted that the order of churches is of great im- 
‘ portance, yet it muft be admitted that the edification of 
* Chriftians and. their obedience to the acknowledged com-. 
* ‘of Chrift to all his difciples, Do this in'remem- 
‘© brance of are. points of infinitely greater import- 
“ance; theleaft therefore ought to give way to the greatelt,’ 
—The order of churches, then, is of great importance, 
Pxcirrcus himfelf being judge; and Canpipus, his col-_ 
league, acknowledges, that it of /omeimportance.” Nor 
‘could they deny it, without impeaching the wifdom, or the 
of ,Chrift, as‘Lord over his own houfe; and op- 
-pofing that.injanétion of the Holy Ghoft, “ Let all things 
be done ‘decently. and in order.” And, as the Divine. 
- Spirit requires ‘the obfervation of order in the church of 
God, fo Paul commends the Corinthians for keeping the 
ordinances as be delivered: them ;” and expreffes a holy 
beholding the order” of that Chriftian church 
which was at Colofie. that. order which ‘the ‘great 
~~ Lord of all appointed,.and in the practice of which the god 
fincerely rejoiced, our brethren, it feems, confidet 
mere, irifle—as comparatively nothing, For what is any 
that has only a fmite. importance attending it, 
with that. which is of infinite ‘importance ‘On 
fah.a comparifon, it finks into littlenefs; loft ‘ob 
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parative worth of charch order, and the edification of indi- 


viduals,—But give me leave here to inquire, Whether the: | 


primitive order of gofpel churches can be detached from 


the legiflative authority of Jefus Chrift? And, whether the | 
_ exercife of that authority can be confidered as having no 
— connection with his honour? To anfwer thefe queftions in 
the negative, free communion itfelf ‘can hardly demur. 


Confequently, a breach of that order which Chrift ‘appoint- 


for free commanion, bring “ certain ftrange things to our 
we would Know, therefore; what thefe things 


‘obliged,. in fome cafes, to fet afide an ordinance of divine 


worthip, and to break a poffive command, in order that 
certain individuals may perform anorher poftive injunction 
the laws of Chrift are nat half fo 


confiftent 


‘ed, as king in Zion, muft be confidered as an oppofition to 
his crown, and dignity ; and bis onour is of much greater — 
importance than the edification of believers. For our Jefus 
and our Lawgiver is Jenovau ; between whofe boncur and 
- the Dappine/s of finful worms, there is, there can be no com- | 
parifon. For the latter is only @ meax, whereas the former j 
is the grand end, not only of a church ftate, but of the © 
«whole ceconomy of providence and grace. I may, there- 
fore, venture to retort the argument ; Though it be admit-. | 
‘ed, that the edification of Chriffians is of great importance; | 
yet ic muft be allowed, that the honour of our divine Sove- _ 
peign is of iafnitely greater importance ; and, corffequently,. 
the primitive order of gofpel churclies fhquld be obferved. 
Again: Are not my readers a little furprifed at the. rea- 
 fening of our opponents which Ihave juft produced? Are 
_ + they not ready to fay, with fome of old, ‘ May we know 
_.. © what this new doétrine is?”” What, reverfe the order of 
. churches, appointed by God himfelf, with a view to edifi- 
cation! Difpenfe with a pofitive ordinance™ of heaven and | 
. breaks adivine command, under the fair pretence of pro- 
moting obedience to Chrift! Our brethren, ‘in pleading 
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OT! 
ds preaching ; which was not yea and 
nay,” would be, if the argtiihent here oppofed 
were valid, —Nor ve we, that ‘remember, ‘any thing: 
like a ‘parallel cale, either. in the, Old or the Néw’Teftas 
ment. We find, indeed, an inftance, or two," of pofitive 
and typical : rites Biving way to ‘natural necéffities and moral: 


performance ‘of Both wa umpracti« 
cae avid Ate of the ‘thew’ ‘Dread; ‘without 


incurring. a divine ‘but we Rave’ no: example: 
pofitive. ordi inance fet afide, in favour of any one’s. 
gnorance, OF proud it, that he night be edified | 
by {ubmitting. to, anoth er inftitution, ‘of which he: 
defired. to partake, ‘That maxim of our Lord,” Twit? 
“ have, merey and, not facrifice ;”” is, therefore, 
applicable in the. prefent cafe. 
Mt, By. ftrenyoull pleads the neglee | 
circumeifion by Uraelites’ in the wildernefs; while 
they attended, on ‘pofitive. appointments of. God, as 
arguing ftrongly or, free “but he’ feems to” 
haye forgotten that, ‘the ion of which he peaks, is 
| keenly, cenfured by. the. Holy Ghoft, The untircumcifed 
of the people, whatever. might be the occafion of 
is called, a reproach, the \Teproach of Egypt which * 
odium was rotled from them on'the borders of ‘Canaan,iand 
the place in which’ they were circumcifed was talled by. 
“new. name, to ‘perpetuate. the memory of that: event *. 
Now, as that negheck ofthe Tiraelites was a’breach of the 
divine command, a’ reproach to thelr chara&tet as the fons 
of Abraham, and ftands condemard by the Spirit of God; 
it Cannot be pleaded in defence of'a fimilar ‘omiffion, ' with 
the ‘leaft appearance of reafon’” And if fo; I: 
brethren to judge ‘whether it be imitated’ ‘without in- 
juting the hondur* of ‘trie! téligion, ‘and promoting the 
of infidelity. *__Nor is that other which the 
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fame author produces, rélating ‘to’ the feaft of. 
inthe reign of Hezekiah,, any ‘tore to his purpofe. For 
though many of the people were not “ cleanfed according- 
the purification ‘of the fan@uary;”” though they did 
- eat the paffover otherwifé than it was written,” and were 
accepted of God; yet Hezekiah was {0 con{cious of thofe- 
irregularities, that he deprecated the divine’ anger; faying,. 
« The good Lord pardon every one that prepareth his heart: 
“ to feek God, the Lord God of his fathers, ‘thoaghhe be- 
“« not cleanfed according to the purification ‘of the fanétuary. 
And the Lord hearkened to Hézekiahy’ and the: 
people*”. With what fiiadow of reafoa; then, or of 
‘reverence for, God’s commands, any one plead tWisin- 
‘tance in favour of ‘free-communion ? What, -fhall @ 
tion from the divme rule, in’ the petformance of facred — 
‘¥ites—a deviation that ‘is acknowledged criminal before 
the Lor Lard, and for ‘which pardon is requefted, ‘be adduced : 
as a precedent for the conda@ of Chriftians 'What'would | 
our: brethren, Would Mr. himfelf have 
thought Of Hezekiah’ ‘his people, had they taken’ the 
‘liberty of repeating the diforderly condu@t;. wheriever 
Celebrated the pafchal anniverfary the liberty of. 
“tranfg grefing the divine rule, becaufe Jehovah had once 
gracioufly pardoned their irregularities, and accepted their 
a fimilar occafion Wotild have béen. 
chargeable’ with bold prefamption;: and witht ‘doiig’evil’ 
tht good might come ?—But [ candid 
-Difturb and’ break the order. of 
“blithed. by Jefas Chrift, with & view to edification ! The. 
"reader will here obferve, the order intended is that of ad- 
miniftering baptifm. to believers, before they afe-admitted. 
the Lord’s table. That infraftion of order, thérefore,, 
for which they plead, i is no other than Letting at an ordi-. 


2 xxx. 18, 19, 20, 


we, 
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ance, allowed to be divine; and this to promote the edi- 
fication of thofe concerned. Very extraordinary, I muk 
-confefs? For profeffors in every age, have been more dif- 
pofed.to izeréa/e the number of religious rites, than to leffen ity 
with aview to-edification. So the Jews of old frequently aét- 
ed, and as frequently offended God. So the church of Rome 
das appointed many forms and rites of worthip, with a yiew > 
the edification of her deluded votaries.. The church of 
: ‘England alfo has retained the fi fign of the crofs in baptifm, 
and iclaims.a power to decree rites and ceremonies in di- 
vine. worhhip whenever the pleafes; and all, no doubt, 
swith a view. to edification. Yet I never heard that either 
of thofe .eftablithments, arrogant as the former is, ever 
talked of aleriag the. primitive order of the Chriftian 
«church, | or of emitting an ordinance, allowed to, be divine, 
a view to-edification. , Our brethren, however, plead 
sfor>thiss. and,. which is equally wonderful, they plead for 
stsider the.fpecious pretext, that.a command of Chrift 
‘nay, be performed. But is not baptifm a command, an ac- 
| vbuorwledged command of Chrift? And.was it not.gracioufly 
intended, as well as the holy fapper,. for the edi ication of 
-Chriftians? . Or, do our opponents imagine, that we. _may 
sMlight, with impunity, one command, :provided we be but ~ 
 ,tareful, to .obferve. another ;~evea hough. the command 
“neglected has_a prior claim on our obedience ?—In oppofi- 
 _ton.to their novel way, of proceeding, and their unprece- 
Mented manner talking, I, will prefent my. reader. with 
‘the fage maxim of. afmart writer.‘ He [Chrift] has not 
_. * publifhed his laws as men do theirs, with thofe imperfec- 
tions, that they muft be explained. and. mended *. 
which. may, add. the following: declarations of a learned 
‘We; ferve God, not as we think fi t, but as 
hath appointed. God mutt be judge of hie owb. 
our—Norhing, , then, is mall, 


at 


if 

Aa 
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fandtity OF God's Sid our obedience 
however, Title the mi “Or the de. | 
of men,’ whild ‘we ‘have the ‘of Him 4 
“pufchaféd ‘the Chlirch” with his own “of | 
HP BE fifial NOW Me of that | 
you, Be’ tircum/p 
have comitdtided you.” ‘Andie is 
“OP being’ remarked, that it to the | 
Mofes; feven or eight’ timed in that “he. 
The queftion ‘ts not, ‘whatever Our Opponents may ‘think, | 
Hi “Whether baptifm i effential to’ our Salvation ‘But, 


| ther God has hot’ commanded it?) Whether it is hot a be- 
| Hiever’s diity to be found in it?” And, “Whether the paftor. 
, and members of 4 gofpel charch thenifelves, in. 
admitting perfons to communion that have never ‘been bap- 
tized? On the principle affumed by our Oppofers, a pro- 


in ‘any “particilar inftance, may “vindicate his refulal by 


*pinels ; for a finer may “be faved without it.” ‘mode 
js _ OF arguing this, that i is big with rebellion againtt the domi- 
‘nion of God: a vile ‘Antinomian principle, which, pur- 
~ faed in its confequences, is pregnant with ruin to Immor- 
tal fouls. What, fhall we avoid nothing ‘that God has 
forbidden, ‘except we confider i it as smconffisat with a. ftate 

falvation! Shall we do nothing that ‘God. has 
manded, tinlefs We look upod i it as ellen tially neceflary to 

_ Our Future felicity! “Is chis the way to -manifeft Our faith in 

and love to God'!—How much better: ‘is the 

_ of Mr, Cuarwock, when he fays; Deus voluit,, 

fufficient motive ; and we ‘cannot | free ourlelves from. 


Ras, tbe Lord's fup. P+ 31. 
See Exod. AL, 


3 


cenfure 


* feffor that has no inclination to obey the divine command,) | 


i ©The performance of it is not effential to my hap- 


| 
? 
q 
i 
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‘ cenfure of difobedience, if we obferve not his commands 
in the fame manner that he enjoins them ; in their circum 
flances, as well as their fubftance—Who can, upon a 
* better account, challenge an exemption from pofitive in- 
© ftitutions than our Saviour, who had no need of them ? 
‘ Yet how obfervant was he of them, becaufe they were 
* eftablithed by divine authority! So that he calls his fub- 
' mitting to be baptized of John, a fulfilling of righteoufne/s 

‘—lIs it not a great ingratitude to God, to defpife what 
©‘ he commands asa privilege? Were not the apoftles men of 
© an extraordinary meafure of the Spirit, becaufe of their ex- 
traordinary employments? And did they not exercife them- 
_ © felves in the inftitutions of Chrift? How have many [mean- 
* ing the Quakers} proceeded from the flighting of Chrift’s 
© inftitations, to the denying the authority of his word! 
‘A flighting Chrift himfelf crucified at Jer Rit to det 
‘upan imaginary Chniftwithinthem*!’? 

© But mutt we not exercife Chriftian charity, and Whee with 
“ one another’s infirmities? Should we not feck peace, anden- 
- € deavour to promote harmony among the people of God?’ __ 
Undoubtedly : yet give me leave to afk, Is there no way to 


exercife love and forbearance without practifing freecom- __ 


munion? Canngt we promote peace and harmony without. 
practically approving of infant fprinkling, as if it were a 
divine ordinance; while we are firmly perfuaded that God 
‘never appointed it? Or, are we bound to admit as a faa, 
what we verily believe is a falfehood? The diftin@ion be- 
tween a Chriftian who holds what I confider as a prastical 
error in the worfhip of God, and the miftake maintained, © 
is wide and obvious, It is not an erroneous principle, or 
an irregular practice, that is the object of genuine charity, 
Nos it is the perfon who maintains an error, not the za 
take Getended, that calls for my candour. The former, I 

am bound by the to love as the 


K daiter, 
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datter, fhould ever confider as inimical to the honour of 
God, as unfriendly to my neighbour’s happinefs, and 


~ 


therefore difcourage it, in the exercife of Chriftian tem- — 
pers, through the whole of my conduct.—It is freely allow- 
ed, that a miftake which relates merely to the mode and 
fubject of baptifm, is comparatively fmall; but ftill, while 


_ Feonfider the afperfion of infants as a human invention in 


the folemn fervice.of God, I am bound to enter my proteit — 
againftit; and by a uniform prattice to fhew, that] ama | 

Baptifi—the fame when a Pedobaptiit brother defires com- 
munion with me, as when one of my own perfuafion makes” 


_ @fimilar requeft. Thus proving that I ad, not under the 
 Impulfe of paffion, but on a dictate of judgment: and thea 
the moft violent Padobaptitt opponents will have no fhadow 


of reafon to impeach my integrity ;—no pretence for fur- 
mifing, that when I give the right hand of fellowfhip to © 
fuch as have been immerfed on a profeflion of faith, I act 


“On principles of confeience; but when admitting fuch to 


communion, who have been only fprinkled in their infan- 


 -€Y; ON motives of convenience. For it is allowed by all the 


world, that it take the | is the beft evidence of fincerity. © | 
 bwould alfo take the liberty here to.obferve, thatfome 


of thofe churches in which free communion has been prac- 
tiled, have not been the mofl.remarkable for brotherly 
love, or Chriftian peace and harmony. Has the paftor of 


_ ¢hurch conftituted; being a Baptift, never found, 


his Pazdobaptift brethren have been.a little offended, when 
he has ventured freely to fpeak his mind on the mode and 
fubject of -baptifm?. When Padobaptift candidates for 


communion have been: propofed: to fuch a church, have 


thofe) members who efpoufed the fame fentiment never dif- 
covered) avdegree of pleafure, in :the thought. of having 
their ‘number and influence: increafed in the community, _ 

thatvhas excited) the\jealoufy, of their Baptift brethren? ff 
‘When;‘on the contrary, there has been a confiderable ad- 


to ne of Baptift has not an equal 


degree 
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degree of pleafure in them, raifed fimilar fufpicions in the’ 
_ minds of their Padobaptift brethren ? And are not fufpicions: 
and Jealoufies of this kind, the natural effeéts of fuch a con- 
ftitution ? Mut not a Baptift, as fuch, defire his own fenti- 
ment and practice to increafe and prevail, while he con- 
fiders them as agreeable to the will and command of his 
Lord? And muft not a Paedobaptift, as fach, fincerely 
with that his opinion and praétice’ may fpread and prevail,. 
fo long as he confiders infant fprinkling in the light of a 
divine appointment? To fuppofe a member of fuch a 
church, whether he be Baptift or Pedobaptift, to love God,. 
and firmly, believe his own fentiment concerning baptifm 
to bea divine truth; and yet be indifferent whether that 
or its oppofite prevail, involves a contradiction. Tor he 
who'is indifferent to the ‘performance of what he confiders 
as'a command of God, treats God himfelf wich an equal 
| degree of indifference: there being no poffible way of ex- 
preffing our affe&tion: for God, but by regarding his re- 
vealed will. This is the love of God, that we keep his 
command ments.”—-Now, as our opponents mutt allow, 
that their communities are liable to all thofe other imper- 
-fe&tions which are common to the real churches of Chrift; 
fo, I'prefume, the reader will hardly forbear concluding, 
that free communion expofes them to fome additional dif- 
advantages, which are peculiar to themfelves. 
’ Befides, though many of our Pedobaptitt friends annex 
thofe “pleafing epithets, candid and catholic, to the names 
of our oppofers; I would not have them be too much 
élated with fuch afcriptions of honour. For, is it not a 
fag, that others who plead for infant baptifm, and thofe - 
not lefs wife and difcerning, confider their conduct in a 
very different point of light? Do they:not loak: upon it as 
favouring more of carwal policy, than of Chriftian charity ; 
and as being much. better ‘calculated to exprefs their defre 
popularity, in. adding to the number of their commu- 
nieants, by opening a back door for the members of 


J 
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Pedobaptift charches,to enter, than to promote the edificas 
tion of faints, or maintain the purity of divine worthip, 
confidering their, avowed fentiments in regard to baptifm?— 

A Pedobaptitt,..when remonftrating againit the conduc of 

fome Independent churches, that, received Baptifts into 


communion with.them, fays; ‘Let men Pretend what 


«they,can for, fach_a Aotch-potch_ communion in their 
churches, I ftedfaftly believe the event and iffue of fuch 
practices will, fooner, or later, conyince all gainfayers, 


thari it neither pjeafeth Chnift, nor is any way promotive 


* of true peace or gofpel holinefs in the churches of God’s — 
‘ people—I thal! never be reconciled to that charity, which, 
‘an pretence of peace and moderation, opens the church’s 
‘ door to church-disjointing principles,’ And he entitles 
hig performance, ‘ Te fin and danger of admitting Ana- 
‘'baptifts to continue in the Congregational churches, and THE 
“INCONSISTENCY OF SUCH A PRACTICE WITH THE | 
PRINCIPLES OF BOTH*. while our opponents, 
gain the applaufe of fome Pzdobaptifts, they. incur the 
cenfore of others, who confider their condud& as inconfif. 


tent with Antipedobaptift principles. Jui as thofe Dif- 


fenters who have occafionally conformed to the National 
Eftablithment, with a view to fecular honours or temporal 
emoluments; and who, by fo doing, have converted the 
facred {upper into a mere tool of ambition, or of avarice ; 
while they have pleafed fome Conformifts, have offended 


others. For though fuch Diffenters have pretended a con- 


cern for the public good, as the ruling motive, and have 
fhewn that they were far from being digots to the principles 
of Nonconformity; yet members of the National church 
have not been wanting, who defpifed their duplicity of 


conduct; who have. cenfured it as a criminal neutrality in 


religion, ‘and as ‘halting between two opinions,’’ to 
the great difhonour.of toth; who have repeatedly found- 
ed that) ftartling query in their ears, For God, or as 


In Vo' I, Pe 45% 45, 47> 


Baal? 


| 
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Baal? and have pronounced them, amphibious Chri/= 


tians*®, 

Here one can hardly avoid obferving, the very peculiar 
treatment with which the Baptifts’ in general meet from 
their Pedobaptift brethren. Do we ftrictly abide by our 
own principles, admitting none to communion‘ with us, — 
but thofe whom we confider as baptized believers? We are 
cenfured by many of them, as uncharitably rigid, and are 
called, by one gentleman, WATERY BIGOTS. Do any 
of our denomination, under a plea of catholicifm, depart 
from their avowed fentiments, and connive at /nfant /prink- 
ling? They are fufpe&ted, by others of the Pedobaptifts, 
as a fet of temporizers. So that, like thofe unhappy per- | 
fons who fell inso the hands of Procruftes, fome of us are 
too fhort, and we muft be fretched; others are too long, © 
and they muft be /opped.—But I return to my argument. 
Tt fhould be obferved, that forbearance and love, not 
lefg than refolution and zeal, muft be directed in the whole 
extent of their exercife, by the word of God; elfe we may 
greatly offend and become partakers of other men’s fins, 
by conniving when we ought to reprove. If the divine 
precepts, relating to love and forbearance, will apply to 
the cafe in hand; or fo as to juftify our connivance at 
an alteration, a corruption, or an omiffion of baptifm ; 
_ they will do the fame in regard to the Lord’s fupper. And 
then we are bound to bear with fincere Papifts, in their _ 
mutilation of the /atter; and to exculpate our upright 
friends the Quakers, in their oppofition to For 
be proved that ‘baptifm ‘is lefs fundamental than’ 

the facred fupper.—* There is a fa//e, ungodly charity, fays 
44 fenfible Pedobaptift writer, a ftrange fire that proceeds 
‘not from the Lord; a charity that gives up the honour 
“Of religion, merely becaufe we will not be at the pains 


2 


Mi. Serm, entitled, Far God or for Baal? Pablithe 
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‘ with’ the’ names‘of temper, charity, moderation, and 


‘ 
-— 
= 


* the Chriftian religion, but take it all together: charity 
was never 


* farther in forbearance, love, and communion with all 


this is mever 4e done by a condeicenfion from the exact 
« nefs of the leait apex of gofpel truth *’. 


language. ‘ A confiderable fuccedaneum for the Chriftian 
‘ unity, is the catholic charity 5 ; which is like the charity 


‘that it. groweth exceedingly” — Among the ftriét- 


andpagreeable word, is chiefly meant the tendernefs and 
* compaffion inculcated by the precepts of Jefus Chrift and 


quietly. about the. doctrines and commandments of the 
* gofpel,. without. interruption of vifible fellowhhip, They 
‘ diftinguith carefully between fundamentals, or things ne- 
ceffary to. be believed. and prattifed ; and circumpantials, 


* $ Duty and Di. ef Pap. p. 29%, ait 234. 


‘or 


| 


to defend principles can “eafily ‘cover themfelves 


* forbearance ;' but thofe glorious things are not to be con- 


fodnded with: lakewarmnefs, -felf-feeking,  lazinefs, or 
ignorance-—As there cloke of covetoufnefs, fo there 
Cloke’ ‘of fear and cowardice—-You are never to make 
; f * peace with men at the expence of any truth, that is re- 


* vealed to'yoa by the great God ; -becaufe that is offering 
“up his glory. in facrifice to your own—Do not difmember 


: to be the tool of unbelief. See how 
 the:Spirit has conneéted both our principles and duties. 
Follow peace-with all men, and 4osne/s, without which 
‘no man fhall fee the Lord:*”’.—‘ I know not that 
« man in England, fays. Dr. Owen, who is willing to go 


* that fear God, and hold the foundation, than I am: bat 


‘commended by Paul, in only this one circumftance, — 


*erfort, it: gocs chiefly under the name of forbearance 
* We hall be much miftaken if we think that, by this foft — 


* his apoftles. It ftri¢tly means, an agreement to differ 


fsnother Padobaptitt author, when treating on cha- 
rity and. forbearance, exprefies. himfelf in the following 


| 
} 
. 
| 
4 
~ 


of Chritt, to quefion bow far He is to be believed and oleyed. 


© apoftles, are treated with high contempt, by the advo- 


“© inftituted by the apoftles of Chrift, in his name.—'This 


* were exprefiions of his love; the moft fervent love that — 
* was ever fhewn among men, direéted by infallible wifdom. 
* Whofoever, therefore, would obliterate them, or any how 


 € than Jefus Chrift, ora greater friend to mankind, He 


An APOLOGY ror tue BAPTISTS. 103 
‘ or things that are indifferent. Now whatever foundation 


‘ there maybe for fuch a diftin@ion in buman fy{tems of re- 
‘ ligion; it certainly looks very ill-becoming in the churches 


* Our modern churcheshave_ nearly agreed to hold all 
‘ thofe ‘things indifftrent, which: would -be inconvenient 
‘ and difreputable ; and to have-communien together, 
‘ obferving fomewhat like the cuftoms of their forefathers, 
Many of plaineft: fayings .of Jefus Chrift and the 


‘cates of this forbearance.—The common people are per- 
‘fiaded to believe, that all the ancient: inftitutions: of 
‘Chriftianity were merely /ocal and temporary; excepting 
‘fuch as the learned have agreed to be fuitable to thefe . 
‘times; or, which have been cuftomarily obferved by their 
predeceffors. But it would well become the doors in 
‘divinity to thew, by what authority any injunction of 
* God can be revoked, befides Sis own: or, how any man’s 
: confcience can be lawfully releafed, by cuftom, example, 
‘ or human authority, from obferving fuch things as were 


‘ corrupt forbearance had no allowed place in the primitive i 
‘churches. The apoftle, in the epiftle to ‘the: Ephe. 
‘ fians, required of them, to adorn their “ vocation with 
‘* all lowlinels and mecknefs, with long fuffering, for-— 
bearing one another in Jove.” But had they difpenfed 
‘ with the laws of Chrift, for convenience and eafe, it had 
‘ been forbearing one another in Satréd. For thofe laws 


* attempt to change them, mutt either fappofe himfelf wifer 


* muft be moved, either by’ an enormous \f-conceit ; Or by 
* the f of | 
6 The 


f 

| 

| 

| 
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from 


Bote of. fome eligion ie: but decent 
‘candrthe interefts buman-life require that.at be: popular 
fiand compliant: df: men-bave, different notions of Jefus 
divinity; fannifice,: his-kingdom, (and the 
<gultomé ofhisreligion, even ftom what the apoitles feem- 
haves shtarity {with apany}-demands that wethink 
their religious charadters; notwithftanding this, 
modefty-of wife men to be confidend 


admirable:piety 
be produced from fo many different, yeay-oppo- 
principles very that the power of godli- 
santa: tees infec in 4: nealing contension about rites 
the: contention \bhsi been 
sidbidut forms >of human device. “Fhe. ‘Chriftians of 
‘their -but to ob/erve thankfully; here- 
exprefied their affettion to him and to each other. 
that affedtion be ptanted to more important than 
obligation would Taiply, that Chrit and 
‘nothing by their precepts. ‘The Me- 
« Dave “far as their {piritual | 
j°Butt ‘they. are taughs t6 believe, that 
thie “ancient ordeF aiid Cuftoms of 


Thus the modern chasity 
yaunts itfelf, in gnfwering heiter purpoles than.could’be 

duces 
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and falfe moderation, which incline profeffors rovtréat 


and: feveral:, 


theofancies of. men_to:our-divine religion; . fo we fhould 
take equal care that: wedo not curtail the appointments — 
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and: generods communion and ani= 
fren, without “them'by 
uncertain do@rines, or rigorous felf. denial + Although it 
‘ fuppofes fome revelation from God,:and: fome:honourdue 


alrightot6 di/penfewithy bothi; 
choofé what) inshis: diétrine 


‘ be believed) and that illegitymate cha- 


divine inftitations as articles‘of fmall:importance led»that 
gteat'man, Metancrnon; t place juftifer 
cation faith alone; the #umber of pofitive inftitutions 1 in 
the Chriftian church, “the by the 
things indifferent, when an imperial edi&t.required:complix 
ance Bat, as we maft-take:heed.chat we add 


‘ of Chrift t,* outof any. pretence.to candour; .or peace,,Or 
the: edification.of: our: fellow: Chriftians..- The.charity .for 
which:many profeffors plead, is of fo lax a nature,-and. 
far befide.the rule, both in regard to doGrine andworthip; 
as gives too much occafion to afk, with Jofhua, Are you. 


the words of Mr, Jonny. 


‘man of “true ‘catholie’ 


Once more:, Remarkably ftrong, and not foreign, to my 
quoted with. “approbation by Mr, Row.anp H 


A catholi¢ {pirit is not {peculative latitudinarianifm. 


* is not an indifference to,all opinions, This is the {pawn 
© of hell;, not the offspring of heaven. This unfettlednefs 
‘ of thought, this Being driven to and and toffed 
with every wind of doGrine, is a great Curfe, not a blef- 
‘fing an irreconcilable enemy, not’ ‘tree catholicifm. 
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* two opinions ; nor vainly endeavour to blend them into one, 
'¢ Obferve this, you that know not what fpirit you are of: 


who call yeurfelves of a catholic {p:rit, only becaufe 


*‘ are of a muddy underftanding; becaufe your mind is 
ina mift; becaufe you are of no fettled, confiftent pri 
‘ciples, but are for jumbling all opinions.together. 

‘ convinced that you have quite mifled’your way. Yo 
* know not where you are. You think you are got int 
* the very Spirit of Chrift; when, in truth, you are nearer 
the {pirit of Anti-Chrift*.’ | 


‘ Our brethren with an air of faperior confidence oft 


demand, ‘ What have you to do with another's bapti/n® 


This interrogatory I would anfwer by propofing another} — 


What have I to do with another's faith, experience, o} 
pradice? In one view, nothing at all, if he do not injur 


_ my perfon, charaGer, or property; for to his own mattet . 
he ftands or falls. In another, much; that is, if he des 


fire communion with me at the Lords table. In fuch 3 
tafe, I may lawfully addrefs him in the following manner: 
What think you, of Chrift? What know you of yourfelf? 


as King in Zion; of yourfelf, as a fubjett of his benign. 
nment? Are you defirous, to be found in his righ- 


whitherfoever he goes ?~-Receiving fatisfattion to thel¢ 


moft.im portant we will fuppofe the conyerfation 
thus to proceed: ‘ What are the divine commands?’ After 


believing, baptifm the the very fir/? that requires 


a.public of obedience.‘ But I have been baptized.’ 
Perhaps not. . Make it appear, however, and [ fhall fay. . 
no more on-that fubjett.-~‘ Iam really perfyaded. of ition 
“my own mind, ‘Were it I fhould think it my 


In Mr. Row. aun fall to Mr, 


| duty, | 


Of yourfelf, as afinner; of Chrift, as a faviour? Of Chrift; f 


teoufnefs, and fincerely willing to obey his commands ? J 
Are you ready to bear -his crafs, and to follow the Lamb = | 


y 
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duty, not hefitate a moment, to be on: 
“a profeffion of faith.” I commend your integrity: abide: 
by the diétates of confcience. Yet care fhould be taken, 
"that her language be an echo to the voice of divine revela- 

— tion; elfe you may neglect your duty and flight your pri- 
vileges, offend God and injure your foul, even while you 
obey her commands.—‘ But I am perfuaded Chrift has ac- 

‘cepted me, and that it is my duty to receive the holy 
‘fupper,? That Chrift has received you, Ihave a pleaf- 
ing perfuafion ; and fo I conclude, in a judgment of cha- 
rity, concerning all whom I baptize: but that it is the im- 
mediate duty of any unbaptized believer to approach the ~ 
Lord’s table, may, admit of a query nay, the general | 
practice of the Chriftian church in every age, has been 
quite in the negative. For a learned writer affures US, 
that ‘among all the ab/urdities that ever were held, none 
‘ever maintained that, that any perfon fhould partake of 
* the communion before he was baptized.’ Was it, think 
you, the duty of an ancient Ifraelite to worfhip at the fanc- 
tuary, Or to partake of the pafchal feaft, before he was cir- 
cumcifed? Or, was it the duty of the Jewith priefts to burn. 
incenfe in the holy place, before they offered the morning or 
_ the evening facrifice? The appointments of God muft be 
adminiftered in his own way, and in that order which he 
has fixed. For, to borrow an illuftration from a well known 
author, ‘ Suppofe a mafter commands his fervant to fow 
“his ground; doth this give a right to him to go immedi- 
ately and caft in the feed, before that ever-he break the 
+ ground with the plough, and make it fit for the receiv- 

* ing the feed ? Should he go thus to work, he were a difos 

bedient fervant.. Neither could it excufe, that he had‘his 
mafter’s immediate command ‘to fow his ground. Even 
in the prefent cafe**—Chrif commands. believers to 
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remember him at his own table. But were rs 
to whom he firft gave the command xabaprized? Or, can, 
we infer, becaufe it is the duty of all baptized believers'to 
celebrate the Lord’s fupper, that it is the immediate duty of 
one that is notbaptized, fo to do?—*Could you produ 
‘an inftance from the the records of the New Teftame nt, 
‘ of any believer being refufed communion, merely becaafe 
‘ he fcrupled the propriety of being immerfed on a profef. 
¢ fion of faith, it would warrant your prefent denial. Bp 
¢ whenever you fhall make it appear, that a truly convert- 
‘ ed perfon, and one who was confidered as fuch, defited 
‘ fellowfhip with a church of Chrift in the apoftolic age; 
‘I will engage to prove that he was received, whateyer 
“might be his views relating to the mode and fubject of 
* baptifm.’ And when you fhall adduce an inftancejof | 
any real convert, in thefe primitive times, confcientioully a 
fcrupling the ufe of the wine at the Lord’s table; | will : 
enter under the fame obligation to prove, that the facted« 
fapper was adminiftered to him in his own way.—‘ Will 
‘ you, then, dare to ‘rejeét thofe whom Chrift acce pts | Ya 
Rejeét, from what? My efteem and affettion? Far be it! 
Under a perfuafion that Chrift has received you, I love and 
honour you as a Chriftian brother. His image appearihg 
in your temper and conduct commands my regard. —< With | 
‘ what confiftency, then, can you refufe me communio ? 4 
¢ If Chrift has accepted me, if Chrift himfelf has commu : 
‘ nion with me, why may not you?? Communion with a 
you in the knowledge and comfort of the truth Ihave; 
and this would be both my honour and happinefs, were | 
you a ‘converted Jew. Communion with youT alfohave 
in affe&tion ; but fellowship at the Lord’s table is a diftin® 
at, a very different thing; and is to be regulated entirely 
by the revealed will of Him that appointed it. Commu- : 
nien at the holy fupper would never have been either the 
duty or privilege of any man, if Chrift had not command- 
ed it, any more than it is now my daty to celebrate the 
, | 
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ancient paffover. But that eternal law, which requires me 
*Sto love. my neighbour. as myfelf,”’ svould have obliged 
me to love you, both as a. man and a Chriftian; if baptifm 
_ and the Lord’s fupper had never-been' ordained: After 
fall, -your profeffions of. affetion for me’as a believer in 
Jefus Chrift, and your refufing to‘have commuhion*with 
“me-at the-holy table; carry ‘the appearance of a ftrong 
inconfiftency.’,. Admitting they do, the ineonfiftency is 
not peculiar tome, nor to thofe of my pérfuafion} becaufe 
I 'a&t°on. a Principle ‘received in ‘comimon by the whole 
Chriftian’charch. “There is no denomination of Chrif- 
tians, except thofe who plead for free communion, that 
would admit you to the’Lord’s table, if: they did not think 
you had been baptized. This, therefore, is the principle 
on which I refufe to have communion with you: I confider 
you as unbaptized. Suppofe a Jew, a Turk,-or a Pagan, 
‘to be enlightened by divine grace, to have received thetruth 
as it is in Jefus, to love God and defire communion with 
* Ris people before he is baptized; would you think it right,. 
could your own conftietice admit of,it, as confiftent with. 
the revealed will of Chrift and the praétice of his apoftles, 
that fuch a requeft thould be granted by any gofpel charch > 
In a cafe of this kind, I prefume,—and there have been. 
millions of Jews and Heathens tonverted, fince the Chritti 
ra commenced,—in fuch acafe you weuld eafily difcern a_- 
confiftency, between loving him as a believer, and refufing 
to have communion with him till he was baptized. Nay, 
T cannot help thinking, but you would be ftartled at the 
report of an religious community admitting fuch an one 
to the Lord’stable; becaufe it would ftrike you 2s a noto- 
rious departure from the divine rule of proceeding’; from 
the laws ‘and ‘ftattites of Heaven, in that cafe made and 

provided. Befides, you have already acknowledged, that 
if you did not confider yourfelf as baptized ;. if you thought 
immerfion on a profeffion of faith effential to baptiim, 


= tgs very well know is my fentiment ; you Thould 
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think it your duty to fabmit, you would not 


approach to the facred fupper, I fhould ftand condemned 


on your own principles. This, therefore, is the only | 


queftion between us, What is baptifm ? For you dare not 
affert, you cannot fuppofe, that an unbaptized believer, 


moment. So that, were I to encourage your immediate — 


defcended from Chriitian parents, has any pre-eminence, | 


in point. of claim to communion, above a truly converted 


Jew: and you muft allow that I have an equal right with 


you, or/any other man, to judge for myfelf what is effen- _ 


tial to baptifm. You verily believe that you have been 


baptized ; { am equally confident, from yourown account _ 
of thematter, that you have not. Your confcience oppofes 


the thought of being immerfed on a profeflion of faith, 
becaufe, in your opinion, it would be rebaptization ; mine 


cannot encourage your approach to the Lord’s table, be- i 
@aufe I confider infant baptifm as invalid.—‘I perceive, 


“then, that you look upon me as an unbaptized Heathen: 

“ for you cannot imagine that I am, or ever was, a ‘Turk or 
“a Jew.’ Quite a miftake: Iconfider you as a real con- 
vert, and love you as a Chriftian brother. Were you per- 
fuaded that a fon of Abraham after the fiefh, or a dupe 
to Mahomet’s impofture, or an uncultivated Hottentot, 
had received the truth and was converted to the Lord Re- 


dcemer ; would you ftill call him, without limitation, a Few, 


a Yurk, or 2 Heathen? No, candour and common fenfe 


. ‘would forbid the thought. You would rather fay, He is a 


béliever in God’s Meffiah, and a lover of Jefus Chrift; he 
feels the power of gofpel truth on his heart, and his motal 
condu& is comely but, as yet, he is unbaptized. I 
fhould sejoice to fee him conyinced of the {mportance of 


that inftitution, of the conneétion it has with other ap- 


pointments of Chrift, and behold him fabmit to it. Then, 


were I in communion, I fhould freely give him the. right _ 


hand of fellowhip, and break bread with him at the Lord’s 
Till though think it the duty of 
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every Chrittian to love him for the truth’s: fake, I confider 
it as no breach of charity, in any community, not to admit: 
him to the Lord’s table. —Now I appeal to the reader, I ap- 
peal to our brethren themfelves, Whether, on our Antipx- 
dobaptift principles, we are not obliged to confider a truly 
converted but unbaptized Muffulman, and a converted Eng- 
hfhman, who has had no other than Pedobaptifm,.as on a: 
level, in point of claim to communion with us? For God is 
no refpecter of perfons. It is no matter where aman was 
born, or how he was educated; whether he drew his firft. 
breath at Coaftantinople, or Pekin,.or‘London; whether his 


Inftitutes of Conrucivus, orthe well attefted Revélation of 
God; ifthe be really born of the Spirit, he has an equal claim 
to all the privileges ofa gofpel church, with a true convert 
defcended from Chriftian anceftors: Andif fo; while our 
brethren abide by their prefent hypothefis, they could not. 
_ refufe the facred fupper to the one, any more than the: 
other, without the moft palpable inconfiftency ; ; though, by. 
admitting the former to that divine appointment, a 
would furprife and offend all that heard ‘of it: 
Our opponents further fuggeft, nay, they feem. quite 
confident, ‘That the Chriftian Jews in the primitive: 
‘church, might, on our principles, have refufed commus 
‘-nion to the believing Gentiles, becaufe they were not cir- 
‘ cumcifed; and that the converted Gentiles might have: 
‘-denied fellowthip to the believing Jews, . for the oppofite ° 
peafon.? But here our brethren take for.granted, what 
we CafihOt-by any means allow. For this way of talking: 
fuppofes, that a fubmiffion to baptifm is no more demand-- 
ed of believers now, .than circumcifion was of Gentile con-- 
verts in the apoltolic age; and that we who plead for bap-. 
tifm, as a term of communion, have no more authority fo- 
todo, than Judaizing Chriftians then had for maintaining the 
neceflity of circumcifion, Now fuch pofitions 
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as thefe fhould not have been,aflumed. gratis, but 


Joundly proved; which, had our oppofers well and i 
peformed, would have made me and many of their ftriter _ 


brethren, thorough profelytes to free communion. 


we fhould, probably, before now, have been in a hopeful 


way of getting entirely rid of that ordinance, about the or-. 


der and importance of which we now contend. For neither 
—Paciricus, nor Canpinus, will dare to affert, that our, 


afcended Lord requires any of his difciples to be circumeifed,, 
either before or afier their admiffion to the holy table: con. 


fequently, if their. arguing from circumcifion to baptifm). 


be conclufive, we may abfolutely omit the latter, as con-, 
verts of qld the former, without fear of the leatt offences | 


or of any divine refeatment. 


And muf we, indeed, ‘confider. the and 


the neglect of baptifm, as on a perfect level with being | 


circumcifed or uncircumcifed, in the apoftolic times! Mutt 


ain ordinance of. the New ‘Teftament, fubmiffion to which 
aur Lord requires of 2 all his ples, be placed on the fame, | 


footing with an obfolete rite of the Jewith church! How 


-kind it is of our brethren who pollefs this knowledge, and. 


are fo well acquainted with Chriftian liberty, relating to 


baptifim, that they are willing to inform us of its true ex- 


tent! For, as Socanus long ago obferved, ‘ Ignorance of 


‘ it is the caufe of many evils*.’ I may, however, venture. 
an appeal to the intelligent reader, Whether this way of. 
arguing does notmuch better become the pen of Socinus, 


of VoLKELsUs,. or of a Quaker; than that of Paciri-. 
cus, of Canbipus, or of any Baprist? Becaule, 


Hoor NBERK remarks, |i in an{wer tothe Socinians ; 3 ‘It is 
* very abfurd to explain the defign, the command, and the 
* Qui fcientiam habet, vt inguit Paulus, apud fe habeat, coram. Deo; 


ach quin eam fcientiam alios etiam docere pofiit, ut ipfe Paulus facie- 


bat, prefertim ubi ignorantia multoram malorum eft” caufa ut certe 


hoe tempore eft ignoratio Chriftiane libertatis, in aquz baptifmo fufei- 


piende, Soctnus de Baptifmo, Cap. XVII. apud Secin. 
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‘obligation of baptifm, by the abrogation and abufe of - 


‘circumcifion®.’ As our brethren deteft the Socinian fyf- 


tem in general, I cannot but wonder that they fhould fo: 
.often ufe weapons, in defence of their novel fentiment, . 


that were forged by Socunus, or fome of his pupils, for a . 


fimilar .purpofe.. I could with, .therefore, that fome fuch) 


perfon as Mr. Ryxtanp, -who is well known to have an. 
utter averfion.to the capital tenets of that. pretended refor-- 


mer of the Reformed church in Poland, .would ferioufly, 


take Paciricus to tak, for paying fo much honour to a» 
depraver of: divine truth and a mutilator of God’s worfhip... 
For who knows. but it might have a. happy effect, and. 


another objection, it may not be amifs to obferve, What a>: 
wariety of laudable and kindred parpofes this argument is - 
adapted. to.ferve,..according to. its various application by- 
different perfons, In. :the hands of our-o/ponents, it effec~- 


tually proves the neceflity of admitting infant {prinkling, . 


in fome cafes,. as. a proper /uccedaneum for .what they con-. 


fider as real baptifm. From the pen .of Socinus, .it : 
evinces beyond a doubt, that baptifm is an indifirentrhing, 


And in the mouth of Barctay, it.will equally weil-de- - 
monfirate, that. baptifm fhould be exzirely laid afide. Well, . 
then, might: our Canpip aud PeaceFuL oppofers 
gratulate themitelves on the fafety.of. their caufe, it being 
defended by fuch..a three edged {word as.this! And ‘all: 
might they.unite, as.one man; in faying; If, therefore, . 
‘ this. were the only thing that could be arged in favourof . 
‘ thelatigude of communion I plead for, I fhould think it - 
a would be fufficient; at Jeaft fufficient to excufe our con~- 
dud, and ftop the mouth of cenfure.’ 
But, notwithftanding all I have faid, we ftand ‘urged ? i 
by. our. brethren with a notorious inconfifencyin our. own con- - 


After givitig various pertinent seafons agai nit titis old Socinian argu. 


ment for free communion, he adds; Uc ex illis omnibus fatis fit ma-- — 


nifeftum, abfurdifime rationem, przceptum, auétoritatemque baptife - 
ex circumcifionis obrogatione et abufu, Ubi fupra, -p. 256. - 
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caufe him. co retract his Modef#. Pla ?—Before I proceed to.’ 
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becaufe'we occafionally admit, with pleafure, Pzedo- 


baptift minifters into our palpits, to whom we fhould refufe * 
cémmunion at the Lord’s table. This objeGtion has been | 


much infifted upon of late} and is fometimes urged againit 


us by way of query, to the following effect. ‘Is not as 


‘much required in order to an offceimthe church, asto | 
“private memberfoip ? \s it not as inconfiftent to receive 


“a Padobaptift, as a minifer,and admit him into the pulpit, 


‘as to admit him imto the church and to the Lord’s table? — : 


«Where have you either precept, or example, for receiving 
“them as miziffers, any more than for receiving them 


© members?’ —T hele queries -being confidered, by many of . 


our opponents, as quite unanfwerable, I thal take mores 
The firft thing then, 18 the fate of 
the queftion which is now before us, For it is not, as thefe: 
queries fuggett, Whether as much be:not required in order: 
to ‘an office im the church, as to ¢rivate communion ? This. 
we readily allow; this we never denied. For what con= 
gregation of ftrict Baptits would think they acted confift- 
ently in making choice of a Pedobaptift for their paftor, 


or to officiate as a deacon? Befides; will not our brethren — 


acknowledge, that in every orderly fociety, and more efpe- 
cially in a church of Chrift, a perfon muft be a member 


before he can be an officer in it? Tis is the point in 
. difpute, at leaft it is this about which I contend; Whether 


baptifm be eqdally neceflary to the’ exercife of 
minifigrial gifts,’ as it is to communion at the Lord’s table? 


‘Other? 
Such being the true ftate of the 4 now bey 


‘to afk; Suppofing our brethren to prove the affirmative be- 


"yond-a doubt, what is the confequence, and how are we 


‘and, Whether the favour the one the | 


affected by it? Is it, that we are found guilty of x direct 


‘violation of fomé divine command, that requires us to re- 
ceive into our communion? No fuch thing i is 


Sek, prevendeds, 
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eedent ? neither is this laid to our charge. For they do 
believe there were any Pzedobaptifts in the apoftolic timés ; ’ 


', ment contains an example of fuch being received into com-. - 


fome other folks, are not quite infallible; . do adtually err; 


attempt a juftification of my own faults, by proving that — 
he who- accufés me is equally guilty: or to congratulate 


But if thefe: queries! prove:'any’ thingy they: ‘prove too 


to bim- in as it is forthem:to 
receive 
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pretended, Is it, that we oppofe fome plain apoftolic pre-- 


and, confequently, they cannot fuppofe that the New Tefta-' 


munion. What, then, is the conclufion they would infer?» 
It muft; furely,’ be fomething formidable to every ftri&: 
Baptift; -otherwifesit is: hardly» fuppofable that. fomuch: 
weight fhould’be laid upon this objection: The confequence,. 
however, is only. this; The premifes proved, shee frid 
Baptifis have no reafon to cénfure their brethren of a loofer: 
caft; becaufe they themfelves are equally culpable, though in @ 
different Or, in other words, The Baptifis,: 


and, by reafon of amiftake, impértinently blame the conduc 
of their more fres, amd open, and generous brethren, when they. 
ought rather to examine dnd reform their own.—But this 
inference’ cam be of little fervice to the caufe of free com- 
munion, except it be good logic and found divinity, «to 


myfelf’ a8 an innocent man, becaule my neighbour cannot 
with a good grace reprove:me.. Our opponentsyIperfuade 
myfelf,: will not be greatly offended with us, if thisargus 
theitt, Aferculean as.it feems to them; fhould not make:us 
complete converts:ta freecommunion. So foon, however, 
as our brethren :fhall make it appear, that théey-have as 
‘good ‘a warrant for: receiving Padobagtift believers into 
fated tom munion, as have 
oceafionally into my pulpit; I will either encourage the 
former; or entirely the laters 


“much more at leaft, than the queritts intend.” For,’ ac- 
“eérding to the argiiment’ contaited in them, itis equally 
~wriwarrantable for us to bear a Padobaptift minifter/preach, 
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© admitting Padobaptuft munifters. into your pulpits, any, 


religion) we aét without any’. exprefs -command .or plain. | 


it is of a particulanchurch,. and of-a.pofitiye 


receive him into.communion. Kor inftance : do they de- er 
mand, ‘ Where: have you either precept, or example, for 


‘more than for receiving them as members?’ I retort, on _ 
their Baptift principles; Where have youseither precept or) 
example, in: the New:Teftament,. for bearing Pedobaptit| 
minifters preach ; or for uniting with them in public prayer, 
anymore than for receiving them.as. members?» And, 


fhew the: futility.of this argument, J again:demand; If, in» 
bearing minifters:.preach,_or by uniting 


public prayer: (whieh.are undoubtedly branches of the mo- 
ral:worthip of God, .nor peculiar to any difpenfation oft 


example: inthe. New:Teftament ; with what propriety can. 


brethren: for admitting. Paedobaptifts to the 


Lord's {upper (which is a pofteve inftitution ;. a part 
vine worfhip:that depends..entirely »on:a revelation of the 
fovereigm will of God) 
nor precedent for fo.deing ? Queries of this. kind-might 
but thefe may fuffice. 

Bur is: there no difference between the two cafes ? No. 
difference: between occafionally admitting Peedobaptift 
nifters .into,,our pulpits, .and-receiving them, or.others of 


the fame’ perfuafion,. into our.communion ?. I can. fearcely- | 


imagine that our brethren. themfelves will here anfwer in 
the negative; but that this difference may. plainly appear,. 
let: the following: things be obferved.—Public: preaching 1s “ 
not confitied to.\perfons in. a church fate, norever 
but Lord’s' fupper is a chureh ordinance, mer ought 
ever adminiflered but toa particular church, 


-nance-peculiar to it, concerning which is al] our difpute. 
'There'is not that ftri& mutual relation between bare hears 


| .ets.ofithe word and their preachers,. as there is between the. 


mem 


et 


membersof a church and her paftor,; or between the 


i. 


$ 
> 
$ 


~ 


their believing. ‘The Corinthians heard-before they 
_ éd; they believed before they were baptized; and, no doubt, 
_ they were baptized beforé’they received the Sacred fapper*. 


_ inftitution ;. and that with a view to their attending on an- 


tation that they will preach the gofpel; that very: gofpel 


difference between them and-us. But when they receive: 
Pedobaptifts into communion, they openly connive at 


been called grace, who were not in their in- 
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God; perfons mutt Jelieve the gofpel before they have any 
ting to do with pofitive inftitutions; fo, in the ordinary 
courfe of Providence, they muft sear the gofpel in order to 


— When our opponenits' receive Padobaptifts into their fel- 
lowfhip, they practically allow what they themfelves con- 
fider as a human invention, to fuperfede a pofitive, divine: - 


other pofitive appointment of Jefus Chrift:. Not fo; when 
we admit minifters of that perfuafion into our pulpits. In 
this cafe there is no divine inftitution fuperfeded ; no hu- 
man invention, in the worfhip of God, encouraged: nor — 
is ic done with a view to introduce them to any pofitive ap-— 
pointment of our fovereign Lord.—Again: When we ad- 
mit Pedobaptift minifters'into our pulpits, it is in expec-~ 


which we believe and love, and. about which there is no 


what they confider as an error; an error both in judgment’ 
and praétice; an error of that kind which ‘thé {cripture* 
calls, “* will worthip, and the traditions of men.” ‘There* 
is, undoubtedly, a matetial difference, between hearing a 
minifter who, in our judgment, is ignorant of theonly’ - 
true baptifm, difcourfe on thofe doétrines he 
knows, and countenancing an invention of men.” In the~ 
former ¢afe- we fhew an efteem for his peffonal talents, we 
honour his mififterial gifts, and mahifeft our love to the © | 
| truth ; in the latter,: we fet afide a-divinely appointed pre- .’ 
requifite for communion at the Lord’stable. 

It his been already obferved, as a faét, that perfons have . 


¢ 

fancy ; 
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fancy ;.and, confidering baptifm asa temporary 
_ haye confcientioufly refufed a fybmiffion to that ordinance’ 
_ when converted, who yet defired communion in. the holy. 
fupper. We will now fyppofe-a community of fuch ; and: 3 
that they call to the miniftry.one of their number, who is al-. | 
lowed. by all competent judges, to poffefs great minifterial: © 
_. gifts, and to be avery ufeful preacher :—Or we may fip- 
pofe.a reformed Catholic, equally the fubje& of divine grace, — 
endued with equal abilities for public fervice ; 
confcientioufly retaining the Popith error of communion in, 
one kind only. Now, on either of thefe fuppofitions, he 
demand: of our brethren, whether they would receive feb, 
ani onc.into communion with the fame readinefs that they 
would admit him into their pulpits? If they anfwer in the ; 
negative, then, by their own confeflion, there is not ifo: 
clofe a connection between admitting a perfon to preach, 
amongft us, and receiving him into communion, as they. 
pretend. Andwe may venture to retort upon them; Shall 
an excellent, laborious, and ufeful minifter of Chrift work 
for you, and fhall he not be allowed to eat with yea!. 
What,. thall he. break the bread of life ro.you,, and muftihe- 
not be fuffered to break bread at the Lord’s table wish 
you!—-Again: We will fuppofe a good man and a ufeful 
preagher to be. fully perfuaded, with the Hydroparattates. 
in the fecond century, that warer fhould always be  ufed at 
the Lord’s table, inftead of wine*; and that, on princi- 
ple of confcience, he abfolutely refufes the latter:—-Or, 
that. it is more fignificant and more agreeable to dip the 
bread in. the.wine, and receive them both atsonce ;.; 
prattifed by fome im the fourth century, ahd more ffe- 
quently afterwards that. he confcientioufly 


* Vossrt Theolog. p. 437. Edit. Oxon, 1613. Surczat Thee 


na 
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proves the cuftom of the Greeks, who.mix boiling water 
with the wine, crumble the bread into it, and, taking it out 


with a fpoon, receive the elements both together*. Now 
_ though, [ confefs, they could not refufe him a place among 


them at the Lord’s table, to partake of the holy. fupper in 


his own way, without violating that grand rule of their 


conduc, Gopiwas R&CEIVED H1M;” and though Pas 
cIFicws and CaNpipus could net rejeét him, without 


contradiGting the of their Plea for free communion ; 


yet, I ptefume, the generality of our opponents would 
hardly allow of fuch a peculiar mode of proceeding, in any 


of their churches. No; they would be ready. to fay of 


fach a candidate for fellowfhip; He ought to regard the 
example of Chrift, who ufed qwine: Or,. he ought to obey 


the divine command, which requires that we thould drink 


the wine. Yet they might not think it proper to refufe him 
the occafional ufe of a pulpit, and might hear him sieien 


the truth, received in common, with pleafure. 


Though, as Antipedobaptifts, it cannot .be 
that we fhould produce inftances out of the New Teftamene — 
of Pedobaptift minifters being encouraged in a fimilar 
way ; becaufe we are firmly perfuaded there were none fuch, 
till after the facred canon was compleated : yet we find, in 
that infpired volume, a fuiicient. warrant for, uniting with — 
thofe that believe, in affection and walk, fo far as agreeds 
notwithftanding their ignorance of fome part of the counfel 
of God, to which a con{cientious obedience is,indifpenfably 
cequired, from all thofe by whom it the 


lengths of fuperftition and abfurdity may perfons profeffing theChriftian — 
religion run, when they leave the divine rule of proceeding ! No 
branches of Jehovah's worfhip require a more punctual regard to the 
facred rule, than thofe which are of a pofitive kind; yet none have 


been fo mutilated, metamosphofed, and abufed, ag they ‘have’ 
by the perverfe inventions and bold iimpieties of men, 


Philip. 16. 


| 
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INew’Teftament not oftly: as law bit enjoins as 
indifpenfable .duty, that we thoyld-love them that, love ithe 
Lord ; and that-we thould manifett this holy affection i in 
every way, that is not inconfiftent.with/a revelation of ‘the, | 
divine will.in fome othér refpect.. So it ‘was under the 
ancient, Jéwith: coconomy and fo it is now.’ ‘To admit, \ | 
therefore, ‘a miniftcr to: preach among us,’ with’ whom we 
fhould. have no objectiog to: commune, could we allow the 
validity of infant baptifm as it-is a token of our affettion 
+ for a fervant of Chrift, of our love to the truth he preaches, 
and isnot contrary to any part of divine revelation, muf be ff 
lawfuls:or if not, it lies upon’our brethren to prove its 
becaufe they-cannot deny that the word of God requires us to 
love, him, and to manifeft our affection for him. But As to 
communion at/the holy table, Chriftians in general have 
had nowmore doubt, whether-baptifm thould precede it, ac- 
 ¢ording to. a {pecial revelation of the divine will ; than 
whether baptifin itfelf be a part of the counfel of God. -- 
When we afk a.Pedobaptift minifter to preach i in any of | 
our churches, we act on the fame. general princi iple, as when 
we requeit him to pray with any of us in a private family. 
_ And. asono one: confiders as an aét of church com- 
_«munpion, but as a teftimony of our affection for him, fo we 4 
 eonfider shat ;-and ‘it is viewed by the public, as a branch 
that general intercourfe which it is not only lawful, ‘but 
meceflary for every male, in order to communion at the 
spaichal fupper; and in the folemn worthip ofthd fantuary. 
And'if fo, had the moft.renouned Antedilivians that ever 
lived, or the moft illuftrious Gentiles that ever appeared in 
the world, been cotemporary with Mofes and fojourners in | 
the fame wildernefs, they could not have been admitted to 
Communion in the Ifraelitifh church, without fubmitting to 
circunicifion, as a ‘faint he walked with 
werk : 


| 
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God ; though as a prophet he foretold the coming of Chri 
to judgment—Noah, though an heir of the righteoufnefs of 
faith, a preacher of that righteoufnefs, and one of Ezekiel’s 
worthies *—Melchifedeck, though a king, and a prieft of 
the moft high God ; fuperior to Abraham, and the greateft 


_ perfonal type of the Lord Mefiiah that ever was among mien 


—And Job, though for piety there was none like him upon 
earth, Jehovah himfelf being judge, and one of the pro- 


phet’s illuftrious triumvirate +——Thefe, I fay, notwithftand- 


ing all their piety and holinefs; notwithftanding all their 
fhining excellencies, exalted characters, and ufeful fervices ; 


could not, as uncircumcifed, have been admitted to com- — 


munion with the chofen tribes at the tabernacle of the 


God of Ifrael, without a violation of the divine command. © 
This, I perfuade myfelf, our opponents muft allow: this, [ 
think, they darenotdeny. Yet if Enoch, forinftance,had 
been in the camp of Ifrael when Korah and his company , 


mutinied, and had been difpofed to give the rebels a lecture 


rs fecond coming of Chrift;, I cannot fuppofe that his 


ered fervice would have been rejeéted by Mofes or 
Jothua, merely becaufe he was not circumcifed. Or, if 


- Noah had been prefent at the erection of the tabernacle, 
and inclined to give the people-a fermon on the future in- — 
carnation of the Son of Ged, and the righteoufnefs of faith 5 


to which moft important objects that facred ftruéture, with 


its coftly utenfils and folemn fervices, had a typical regard ; 


1 cannot but think they would have given him a heaving. 


_ Nay, I appeal to our opponents themfelves, whether they 


do not think fo as well as I. Yet that favoured people 
could not have admitted them to communion in fome other 
branches of divine worfhip, without tranfgrefling the laws 


of Jenovan f. If this be allowed, the confequence is plain, — 
and the argument, though analogical, is irrefragable. For — 


the pafchal feaft and the fanétuary fervices were not more of 
* Chap, xiv. 14, 16, 18, 20 t Ezek, as before, 


| 
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a pofitive nature than the Lord’s fupper * ; nor teenth the 
former more peculiar to that difpenfation than the latter is 
to\this ; but preaching and hearing the word are not pecu- _ 
liar to any difpenfation of grace, as are baptifm — on 
facred {upper. 
(Our Lord, though he warned his hearers againtt the vide 
and hypocrify, the unbelief and covetoufnefs, of the ancient 
Pharifees, and Scribes, and Jewifh teachers; yet exhorted 
the people to regard the truths they delivered +. Our op- 
ponents, notwithftanding, cannot imagine that Chrift would 
have admitted thofe ecclefiaftics to baptifm, had they de- 
fired it; nor will they affert that- any, who are not proper 
fubjects of that ordinance, fhould be received into commu- 
nion.——When the beloved difciple faid, Maiter, we we faw 
_ “ one cafting out devils in-thy name, and we forbad him,, 
“* becaufe he followeth not with us:” Jefus anfwered, ‘* For- 
_ bid him not ; for he that is not againft us, is for us }.”” 
From which it appears, that we are under obligation to en 
courage thofe that fight againft the common enemy, and 
propagate the common truth; though they and we may t: 
have no communion together, in the fpecial ordinances of © 
God’s houfe; which is the very cafe when we admit our — 
Pedobaptift brethren to preach among us.—We are alfo ' 
_ informed, that the firft Gentiles who were converted by the — 
_ apoftolic miniftry, were endued with miraculous gifts im-— 
mediately upon their believing and before they were bap- 


tized ; for “« they fpake with tongues and glorified.God §.””__ 


Nor is it improbable but fome of them then received gifts 
for the miniftry ; and if fo, in the fulnefs of their heartsand 
the tranfport of their joy, they alfo gave the firft fpecimen — 
their future miniftrations, to the aftonifhment of 


Aa conam typicam, h, e. ad Pafcha, non admittebatar ullus 
res, Exod, xii. 43- aut preputiatus, ver. 40. ficut fub N. T,-non admit- 
situr on-baprizatus, ii. 41, 42. Masreicn, Theoleg, Tom. 
| 

3 Peter 


3 
> 

‘ 
d 
> ¥ 


An APOLOGY ror tue BAPTISTS: #23 


Peter'and thofe that were with him. But can our brethrerr 
_fuppofe, that the great apoftle would have taken equal 
pleafure in hearing them requeft a place at the Lord’s table, 
before they were baptized? No; his own condu& oppofes 
the thought. For, having beheld with aftonithment the 
gifts they reccived, and hearing with rapture the truths 
they delivered, ‘* he ¢ommanDED them to be baptized’ in 
“* the name of the Lord ;” to be baptized smmediately in the 
name of that Lord, who requires a fubmiffion to the 
ordinance from all that believe. 


Once more: A very competent judge of all that pertains ; 
to the minifterial charaéter, and of all that belongsto@a 


_ Chriftian profeffion, has left his opinion on record concern- 
ing the miniitry of certain perfons, whom he confidered ‘as 
- quite unworthy of his intimate friendfhip. Yes, Paul, that 
_ moft excellent man, when atting as amanuenfis to the Spirit 
of wifdom, and when fpeaking of fome who preached the 


gofpel, informs us, that envy and frife were the principles. 


en which they aéted, and the increa/e of bis affi@ions the end 


which they had in view.: How carmal and.bale the princi- 


ples ! How deteftable the end at which they. aimed !—But 
was the apoltle offended or grieved, fo as to wifh they were 
filenced ? Or, did he charge his beloved Philippians, and all 


the fincere followers of Chrift, never to hear them? Let his 
own declaration anfwer the queries. ‘* What then? not-_ 


‘* withftanding every way, whether in pretence, or in truth, 
Curist 18 PREACHED; and therein I do rejoice, yea, 
‘* and will rejoice *.”?- When a corrupted gofpel is preacli- 
ed, he afferts his apoftlic authority, and thunders out anathe- 
mas againft the propagators of itt. Becaufe, as God will 
~ not fet the feal of his bleffing to a falfehood, or 
lye, it can do no good; it is pregnant with mifchief: ut 
when the pure gofpel is preached, though on perverfe princi- 
ples, as it is THE TRUTH, God frequently owns. and ren- 


- -... M2 ders 
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ders.it ufeful, whoever may publith it. Hence the apofle’s 
joy im the text before us.—Now, as we are far from im- 


peaching the fincerity of our Pedobaptiit brethren, when 


_ preaching the gofpel of our afcended Lord ; and as Paul 
rejoiced that Chrift was preached, though by perfons who 


a¢ted on the bafeft principles ; we cannot imagine that he 


would have taken lefs pleafure in the thought of Padobap- 
tit minifters publithing the glorious gofpel of the blefled 
God, had there been any fuch in thofe days, even though 
he might have confidered them as undera great miftake, in. 
_ regard to baptifm: for our opponents do not believe, any 


more than we, that Paul knew any thing of infant fprink- —_ 
ling. And if fo, we may fafely conclude, that there is no- 44 


thing inconfiftent with our hypothefis, in occafionally ad- 
mitting Padobaptift minifters into our pulpits, and hearing 
them with pleafure.—Baut will our opponents affert, or can 


they:fuppofe, that the great apoftle of the Gentiles would 
have encouraged with equal delight fuch perfons as thofe of — 
whom he fpeaks, to approach the holy table and have com- 
tunion with him in all the ordinances of God’s houfe? 


| Perfons, who made the glorious gofpel of the blefied God, 


the vehicle of their own pride, and envy, and malice; and | 
in whofecondué thofe infernal tempersreigned, and had for 
their immediate objec& one of the moft excellent and ufeful 


_ men that ever lived? Certainly, if on any occafien, we nae 
the old proverb ; Credat'Fudaus apella. 
Curist 1s PREACHED, and therein I do rejoice, 
will rejoice.” Difinterefted, noble faying |! Worthy of 


a firit rate minifter in the Meffiah’s § kingdom ; worthy of © 
Paut; who cared not who oppofed him, nor What he 
fuffered, if Chrift were bet glorified in the ¢onverfion of 

though that‘man of God thus exprefles him- 
ing ; I cannot imagine, 


finners, But 
felf; in reference gofpel 


nor will our brethren affirm, that he would with the fame Pa 
pleafure have admitted any of the Jewith converts to com- 
manien,, becaufe themfelvs to have. been bap- | 


7 


* 


authority and general pradice ; which were the grand recom- 


this kind; the many paflages,. in that infallible code of 


“ they plead ; fuch a conduct they adopt ; and look upon us as © 


merely becaufe we cannot confider them as the followers of 
Paul in this particular, nor become their humble imitators f 
_** But why fhould our brethren fo earneftly plead for be- 


ifm as if it were a mere trifle; an appointment of Chrift 
that might very well have been fpared? What. is there of 
. ebligation, of folemnity,.of importance, in. the former; 
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7 tized, merely on account of their having been wafhed ac- 
cording to the traditions of the elders. ‘I'o a requeft of this 
kind, his mildeft anfwer, we have reafon tothink, would have 
been, ‘* We have no fuch cultem, nor the churches of God.” 


Yet, as Baptifts, our opponents muft confider infant fprink- 
ling, as having nothing more to recommend it, than bumaz 


mendations of thofe Jewifh wafhings, and the very bafis.on. 
which they ftood.—Suppofe our brethren in the courfe of their 
reading, were to find it afferted by fome ancient author, “That 
* Paul frequently admitted perfons tocommunion, on fuch.a 
‘ pretence to baptifm ;’ what would they fay? They would, I 
prefume, confider the affertion as a libel on his character. 
They would execrate the pen which tranfmitted fuch a 
falfehood to pofterity ; and look on the writer,. either as a 
weak and credulous man, or as a forger of lyes. And, ex- 
cept a predileAion for free communion biaffed their judg- 
ment, their opinion and cenfure would be much the fame, 
were they to find it recorded ; ‘ He frequently admitted be- 
* lievers to. the Lord’s table,. before they were baptized.’ The 
utter filence of the New Teftament, relating to a.conduct of 


divine worfhip, inconfiftent with fuch a praétice; andtheir_ 
veneration for the characterof the great apoftle, would oblige 
them fo todo. Yet, amazing tothink ! for fuch a procedure 


greatly injuring the honour and. interefts of real. religion, 
and not a little contributing to the caufe of infidelity 5. 


lievers receiving the Lord’s fupper, while they treat bap- 


that is not in the latter? Have they nog the fame divine — 
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Inititutor, and the fame general end? Were-they not im 
__ tended for the fame perfons,. and are they not equally per- 


manentin the church of God? Andasto baptifm, wasnotthe _ 


adminiftration of it by John, one of the firit charaéteriftics — 
of the Meffiah’s appearance, and of the gofpel difpenfa- t- 
tion commencing ? Did not the King Mefiiah fubmit to it, 
as an éxample of obedience to all his followers.; and moit — 
ftrongly recommend it to their judgment and confcience, 


their affections and prattice, when he faid; 17 


“COMETH US TOFULFLL ALL RIGHTEOUSNESS?” Which, 
-by the way, is more than can be aflerted concerning the 
facred fupper ; for though he inftituted it with great folem- 
nity, yet we do not read that he partooé of it *. Was not. the 
adminiftration of baptifm fo honoured at the river Jordan,. 
when the great ImmanueL fabmitted to it ; when the 
eternal Faruzr, by an audible voice, his appro- 
bation of it; and when the Divine Sesrer defcended 
on the head. of Jefus, juft emerged from: the water, as no 
other inftitution ever was? And does not the divinely pre- 
fcribed form of words that is ufed in its adminiftration thew, 
that there is a peculiar folemnity, an excellence, an import+ 
ance in it? while, at the fame time, it fuggefts arguments. 
of ananfwerable force againf thofe Antitrinitarian errors 
_ which now fo much abound. For no man who has bees 
baptized at his own requeft, in the nameof the 
_ and of the Son, and of the Hoty Guosr;’” can deny. 
fundamental dodtrine of the Trinity, giving 
the lyeto his baptifm. 
is it unlikely that this. 
clined fome to oppofe the erdinance. ‘ E believe one:reafon,. 
*fays Dr. Watt, why Socinus had fuch a mind to abo- 
- hit all ufe of baptifm among his followers, was, becaufe 
¢perfons baptized in the name of the Father, and the Son, 
Sand the Holy Spirit,, would be always.apt to. think thoie 


*mames tovexprels the Deity in which they were to believes 
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* which he did not mean they fhould do: And bial of his 
“followers have been fo difgufted. with that form of bap~ 
“tifm, that they have given profane infinuations-that thofe 
“words were not originally in the feripture; but were 
“taken from the nfual doxology into the form of baptifins. 
* and then inferted into the text of Matt. xxviii. 1g*’— 
The fame fufpicions, relating to this matter,, were enter- 
tained by Mr. Tuomas Brappury, as appears. by the 
following words: * My friends, I ought to warn you, that 
“the main debate ina little time will be, not soay much 
¢ water fhould be ufed,- but whether any at all. They 
deny the doétrine of the Trinity are fo uneafy at the form. 
of words, that our Saviour has made effential to bap- 
“tifm, that. they have a great mind to Jay afide the ordi. 
“nance, as Socanus did in Poland. ‘They write and 
“argue that it is not necefary ; by which if they mean any 
© thing that is worth our heeding, it muft be, that it is not — 
* commanded. For though we dare not fay that it’s necefia- 
“ry to God’s grace, yet the queftion is, whether he has 
¢ not made it. fo to our dwy? And when they afk you, 
«whether a man may not be /awed without it? Do you 
© afk them, whether he is obedient without it? whether he 
flands compleat in all.the will of God? whether he 
+ fils all righteoufnefs? or whether he neglects to do, sae 
* the fcripture told him he ought todo t?’ 

_ tis with peculiar pleafure, on this occafion,. that I in- 
troduce the following pertinent paflage from a little publis 
cation written by Mr. Jouw Rrtanp. His words are 
thefe: ‘Dr. Danze, Warertanp juitly obferves, that the 
true dogtrine of the Trinity and the atonement of Chrift,.. 
have been kept up in the Chriftian.church,, by the inftie 
¢ tutions of baptifm.and the Lord’s fupper, more than by 
other means whatfoever; and, humanly {peakings. 
*thele which. axe » to 


Lip lf. Bap. Past II, chap. Vil, Duy and DE. 
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¢ would have been lott long ago, if the two pofitive infki 
- ¢tutions had been totally neglected and difufed amonglt | 
profeflors of Chriftianity. In this: point of view, bap- 
¢tifm and the Lord’s, fupper appear to be of un/peakable — 
© importance to the glory of God, and the VERY BEING 
“the true church of Chrif? or earth*.’—Again: In another 
little piece, to which I have already referred, and of which 
the fame worthy minifter of Jefus: Chrift has exprefled his 
approbation in more ways than one, though it does not 
bear his name; I find the following ftrong affertions 
lating. to the importance and utility of baptifm. 
* highly incumbent on a// that love the Lord Jefus Chrift 
in fincerity, and are glad to behold their Saviour in 
“every view in which he is pleafed to reveal himfelf, to 
confider the dignity and glory of his holy inftitutions. 
© Thefe laft. legacies of a dying Saviour, thefe pledges of 
‘his eternal and immutable love, ought to be received 
the greate? reverence and the warmef gratitude. 
¢ And as they directly relate to the death of the great Re- 
«deemer, which is an: event the moft interefting ; an ac- 
* tion the moft grand and noble that ever appeared in the 
* world; they ought to be held in the ighef efteem, and 
* performed with the utmof folemnity. Of thefe inftitu- 
*tions, Japtifm calls for our firf regard, as it is appointed 
“to be FIRST PERFORMED: AND HOWEVER LIGHTLY 
“THE INCONSIDERATE PART OF MANKIND MAY 
¢peCT TO TREAT THIS ORDINANCE, IT OUGHT TO 
remembered, [hope Canpipus, and efpecially 
*Paciricus, will never forget it] roar Curist 
{SELF CONSIDERED IT AND SUBMITTED TO IT, ASAN 
“IMPORTANT PART OF THAT RIGHTEOUSNESS 
BECAME EVEN THE Son or Gop To FULFIL. AS 
© this ordinance is to: be once performed, and not repeated; 
* every Chriftian ought to be particularly careful that it is 
$ done in a right manner; or the to the: 
of Social Pr 10. 
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“e from this inftitution is loft, and loft for ever. “We 

: ought with the utmoft deliberation and care to confider— 
IS own native dignity, as an attion of the pofitive, or 
‘ritual Kind, the mof great and noble in itfelf, and well 


* pleafing lo God, THAT 1S POSSIBLE FOR US TO, PER- 


* FORM ON THIS SIDE HEAVEN.—In this ation, Chrif- 

- “uans, you behold the counfel of God : it is the refult of his 
_ * wife and eternal purpofe : it is clearly commanded in his 
© word: it is enforced by his own example; and honoured 


‘ in the moft diftinguifhed and wonderful manner, by every. 


.‘ Perfon in the adorable Trinity. This ordinance is no 


‘ trivial affair; it is no mean thing; and whoever is fo 


‘ unhappy as to defpife it, wants eyes to fee its beauty 
‘and excellency.——-Our great Redeemer feems to have 


‘ defigned this ordinance as @ ref? of our fincerity, and to 


‘ diftinguifh bis followers from the reft of mankind. Asa 
* captain who, to try a new foldier, employs him at firft in. 
fome arduous and important fervice ; fo our Saviour, to 
try his own work, and to make the reality of his power- 
© falgrace in ‘the hearts of his people manifeft to themfelves 
© and to the world, calls them out at firft to a great and fine 
¢ gular aétion, and requires their fubmiffion to an inftitu- 
 ® tion that is difguftful to their nature and mortifying to 
© their pride.’ And the title of the pamphlet, from which 
thefe extracts are made, {peaks of baptifm, ‘As an .act. 
‘of fublime worfoip to the adorable Perfons in the God- 

* head—As a reprefentation of the /ufférings of Chrift, his, 


¢ death, burial, and refurreétion—As the fn/wer of a good 


¢ COnfcience towards God—As an emblem of regensration. 


©and fan@ifcation—As a powerful ol ligation to newnels of 


dife—And as a lively figure of the natural death of every 
‘Mr. Danist Turner’ bas alfo bern his teftimony to. 
the ufefulnefs and importance of baptifm.. peaking, 
Six Views of Believers Bap: Pe Tx 
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“communion, he fays; ° They fhould be acquainted wit 


_ which the two pofitive appointments have to vifible fel-_ 


vifible church ty’ 
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of that ordinance, he fays; ‘ Chrift himfelf fubmitted t , 
“this*rite, as adminiftered by John; not indeed with 
“fame views, or to the fame ends, with others; but aj 

* pointing out by his example, rhe duty of Chriftians in ges 
*neral, He alfo gave his miniiters a commiffion and order) 
“to baptize all the nations they taught.—It appears that 
‘ being baptized, was the common token of {ubjection | 
*Chrift, anD NECESSARY TO A REGULAR ENPRANC 
“INTO HIS VISIBLE CHURCH.’ And, when deferibing 
the qualifications of thofe that are to be received into 


“the chief defign of the rites and pofitive inftitutions o 
* Chriftianity, and reverently ufe them; viz, baptifm, and thei 
*Lord’s fupper.? Once more: Speaking of that refpect 


lowhhip among believers, he fays; Baptifm, indeed, by. 
‘which we are firft formally incorporated into the vifible ‘§ 
* church, or body of Chrift, is the BEGINNING and | 
“rouUNpatTiON of this external communion :. but the, 
© Lord's fupper is beft adapted for the conftant fupportand, 
* continual manifeflation of it*.’ Nay, he mentions ‘ the 
* reverent ufe of the two facraments,” among thofe. things 
which are ‘EsseNTLAL to the conftitution of 


After fuch’ confiderations .as ‘shefe, to the v 
utility and grand importance of baptifm, one cannot but 
wonder at Paciricus, Canpipvus, and others of our 
opponents that were never fufpected of Antitrinitarian 
error; calling that ordinance,a non-efential, an external rites 
an ind! iferent thing, a ;hadow, a mere outward form; com= 
paring it. with the anviquated right of circumeifion, in the 
apoftolic age. How different this way of talking from tha 
quotations I have juit produced ;-efpecially thofe I have 
taken from pieces that were either poem orcom pofed mn 


© Compend, Social Relig. p. 27. (Note); and ps 63, t20.(Note)- 


| 


* 
. 
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recommended, by my worthy friend Mr. Rytanp! Forhe 
looks upon baptifm, in connection with the Lord’s fupper, as* 
of unfpeakable tmportance to the glory of God, and the very 
being ofatrue church upon earth: THe infilts upon it, that 
| baptifm demands the believer’s regard, prior to the holy fup- 
Per, as It was appointed to be firft adminiitered: and he fevere- 
ly cenfures thofe inconfiderate mortals, who treat the ordinance 
lightly. —Mr. Turwer alfo, as we have feen, maintains 
that baptifim is she duty of Chriftians in general ; that it is the 
common token of our fubjection to Chrift ; that it is mecefary. — 
to a regular entrance into the vifible church ; and that itis — 
the FOUNDATION Of external communion in the houfe of 
- God. Surely, then, thefe authors cannot but be greatly 
grieved, if not offended, with thofe diluting terms and that 
degrading comparifon, which are ufed by Meflieurs PaciFi- 
cus andCawoipvs, when {peaking of the ordinance! Nay, 
they will be realy to retort upon them that heavy charge, 
which thofe Peaceful and Candid Gentlemen levelled at us ; 
and to remind them that, by treating baptifm in fuch a 
manner, they greatly injure ‘ the honour and intereft of true 
‘religion, and not a little contribute to the caufe of infide- 
‘lity.’ For they have united in repeatedly calling bap- 
tifm a non-efential; and in comparing it with that obfolete 
appointment circumcifion, of which judaizing Chriftians of 
old were fo fond. ‘This being the cafe, I am heartily glad 
that thefe worthy authors have reprotated their conduct, and 
‘fo publickly condemned their way of thinking, in regard to | 
baptifm. It may ferve, perhaps, .as an ancidote againit the — 
hartful influence of their Mode? Plea; nor may it be en- 
tirely ufelefs to Paciricus and Canpipvus themfelves, 
But yet, methinks, I could fincerely wish, as Mr, Ryta ND 
and Mr. Turner are pretty well acquainted with thofe 
writers, that they would ferioufly examine and converfe 
wjth them in private, On the fubject about which they /a 
avidely diger. And I may juft hint, that as they 
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fitteft perfons in the world to perform the friendly ocd 
they meed! not fear provoking their choler. For as thei 
namesarey and Peacerut, fo is their temper; 
and it might have a benchcial effect, by making them more — 
careful what! they write and publifh in future, in regard tp 
free communion.—But I return from this digrefion, 
Buwran, when fpeaking of baptifm, calls it ah 

thing—A foadow, an outward cir- 
ER — WAVER WATER — WATER at. 
five times over, in fo many lines. Anda 
“miffion ‘to’ baptifm he defcribes in equally degrading 
goape! Fer he reprefents it, as an outward conformity to « 
outward circumpance—As an outward and bodily conformi 
(0 dwtward and foadowifh circumftancts—And calls it obedi- 
Whatdepreciating terms! What irreve- 

went language! Is not the reader tempted to think, that ( 
have’made a miftake in my author; and that I have been 
referring to Socrwus, or Barcray, infeadofhimwho 
_ penned that immortal work, The Pilgrim's But 
‘Jet me not wrong thofe authors, by infinuating that they 
make ufe of fimilar- language on the fame fubjeét. For 
though the former, when {peaking of the ordinance under 
confideration, frequently calls it, ‘The external baptifm 
“of water,’ for which, his opponent reproves him}; and 
though the latter denominates both the pofitive inflitutions 
of our Lord, Shadows, and outfide things,’ yet, fo 
_ as I have-obferved, neither of them ever uled fuch ig 
ang and indecent language concerning baptifm, as ¢! 


= — 


from Mr, Bunyan, Nay, Ido not remember - 
to have met with any thing of the kind that is equal to it, 


what is of ancient heretics, called 


tig 
Works Vol, 1. 147,168, 144, 138, 
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Archontici*®, Yet had Soctxvs,' or fo eqs 
prefled himfelf, we thould not have been much furprifed 
becaufe the one maintains, that Chri never required 
his apoftles to baptize in water, but only permitted them 
fo to dos and the other exprefaly fays, That he { Chri} 
‘commanded his difciples to baptize with water, 1 could 
‘never yet read +.’ Our brethren, therefore, who plead ‘ 
for free communion, are the only perfons profefling firmly 
to believe, that Chrift commanded, really and folemnly com. 
MANDED his miniftering fervants to baptize in water, 
continue the pradlice to the end of the world ; and yet treat 
the ordinance as if it were a mere circumftance in divine 
worship ; an indifferent thing ; and difpenfe with. it juft as 
occafion requires, Confequently, they have the complete 
monopoly of that honour which arifes from the union of Juch 
@ creed and /uch a condua&. 
The Lord’s fupper, however, is confidered and treated by 
them in a different manner; for they {peak of it as a 
delightful, an edifying, an important inftitution. But whai 
authority have they for thus diftinguifhing between two ap- 
pointments of the /ame Lon p, intended for the /ame per/ons, 
of equal coutinuance in the Chriftian church, and alike re- 
quired of proper fubjeéts ? They have, indeed, the 
of fome Socinians, and the venerable Jan@ion of the whole 
Council of Trent. For the title of one chapter in the re- 
cords of that Council, is; ‘ Concerning the excellence of 
‘ the moft holy Eucharift, abous the reff of the facraments }.’ 
But, as a good old Proteftant writer obferves, ‘ That the 
© one facrament fhould be fo much extolled above the other, 
‘namely, the Lord’s fupper to be preferred before bape 


* Who impioufly, as Tuzopoxet sflerts, Lavacrum execrantur, 4 

myfleriorum participationem, ut que fiat in nomine Sabacth. Apud, 

avo, The, Ecclef. fob voce 

 Hooans, ubi fapray ps 249, 250, 251, 301. at's 

1 Concil, Trident, Sela, X11, Cap. 

cil, 


= 
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»tifm} asithe'more worthy and excellent facrament, we find 


«notch ‘thing in the word of God ; but that both of them 
“ are of like dignity in themfelves, and to be: had equally and 
“fidifferently in moft high account Nay, Mr. 
afftires us} of which T° would have PXciricus take par- 
notice’; ‘That baptifin ought’ to “be ‘confidered as 
of worlhip; was inflituted by Godt’. 
the Jews'of old‘have diftinguifhed, with equal 
“between circumifion ‘and ‘the -pafchal fupper? 
Does it’ become us to form comparifons between the pofitive 
appointments of our Eternal Sovereign, in regard to their 
importance ; and that with’a view to difpenfe with dither of | 
thet," While the’ very fame gathority ehjoins the’ one as well 
as the other? fuch a’ conde be pious, ‘hiimble, or ra- 
tinal Ts it not ‘fomething like being «¢ partial in God’ 8 
Jaw,” for which the ancient prieits were feverely | cen- 
fured ? Or, thal we fay of our obedience to God} as he fays 
to the mighty ‘Ocean ‘fhalt’ thou ome, ‘bat ho 
"Bat fappofing it at ‘bap tifm i8 much inferior to 
thie facred fupper, i in point of i ‘yet, ‘while itis 
ordinance, of God, it has an equal élaim on our Obedience. 
For it is not the Manifet excellence, or the great utility, of 
any divine appotitinent, ‘that is the true réafon Of dur fub- 
miffon it; ‘but the aut bority of Him that commands. “Tt 
hath’ ever God’s wont, fays Bp. TALL, iby fi final! pre- 
* cepts fe 0 prove men’ difpofitions. | “Obedience i is as well 
*'tried it iD a trifle, as ‘in the moft important charge “yea fo 
more, thing g required is ‘lefs : for times thofe 
be careful’in main affairs, think they, may 
* negle& the fmalleft.. What command foever wé receive 
from God, or our fipériors, we mult not {ean ‘the’ weight 


4 ‘of the thing, but the authority 0: of the commander. Hiibe. 
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difficulty, or flightnefs, are vain’ n pretences for difobedi- 


ence*.’?. Nay, even Dr. PasgstLey, though remarkable for 


his liberal fentiments and rational, way of thinking, and — 
far from, afcribing, too -much.to. God’s dominion, over. | 
the fubje@s of his moral,government ;: yet,ftrengly aflerts 
Jehovah’s prerogative in this.refpeft.. Thefe are his,words 5: 
Every divine command ought certainly.to-be implicitly 
plied with, even though we fhould not be able todifcernthe 
‘reafon of it ¢.’?. And has not He who is,God over all’ 
_bleffed forever, {aid ; ‘* Whofoever thall break one of thefe 


‘« leaft commandments, and. fhall teach. men fo,; he thall.be: 


‘* called the leaft in the kingdom of heaven?’’: As,. in the 
great concerns of religious worfhip, nothing fhould' be done- 
that is not required by Jehovah; and as the lawfulnefs ofalk 


pofitive rites depends entirely on their divine Author and his 


inititution ; fo he who «complies with fome, and neglects” 
others. that: are equally commanded and, equally known,-. 
pleafe himfelf, but he does not obey the Lordf.. 


Further: Thefe depreciating exprefiions, non-effential, ex=: 


ternal rite, a foadows, and a mere outward form, may: be ap-) 
_ plied to the facred fupper with as much propriety as. they are: 


to baptifm. Another quotation from will. not: 


be diff pleafing to our opponents ; efpeciall y, when they ob-. 


ferve, how nearly his language, in .regard to. baptifm, 

coincides with theirs. ‘ We, fays the plain 
‘ gilt, we.always prefer the power to the form, the fubftance 

‘ to the fhadow,; and where the fubftance and the power is, 


‘we. doubt not to denominate the . perfon accordingly, , 


though the form be And, therefore, we always. 


| 


4 On giving the Lard's Supper to Children, ps 
Qui in aibus tantum morem Deo gerere ‘inftituit, “ali ua. vero. 


eximit, qua fuo fibi arbitratu agat, is non Deo paret, fed places 


Verz obedientize fundamentom cft precipientis auCtorites; 
in omn'bus praceptis eadem Git, cunéta etiam #qu0 obligare 
foedum eft. WaTsit Mifcel. Sate Tom. lf, Exercit. XV. 
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‘ feek firft and plead for the fubftance ‘and power, as know- 
‘ ing ‘that to be indifpenfably neceflaty ; though 14 form 
Sometimes may be difpented with theform, 
in regard to fuch perfons as pofi/s the'poawer : why that is the 
fof which our brethren plead. How happily 
‘friend Roper'r and they are agreed, in this refpect! And 
what am bonour it refieéts upon them, as Bapti/is, to have 
fach'an*affociate | They, however, will do well to remem- 
ber, that the principle on which the Quaker proceeds, ex- 
tends its influence to the holy fapper, na lefs than to bap-— 
tifm 5 and’ that he who has a right to di/penfe with a law, 
may entirely repeal it, and enact another whenever he pleafes, 
~-Baptifm external rite, a mere outward form. But 
whatever Socinus, ot Bunyan, or any of our brethren, 
may fay in defence of their conduét on this ground, will ap- 
ply with equal force againft a’ punétua] obfervance of the 
Lord’s fupper. This Barcuay intended. For are not 
bread and wine external things, as well as water ? And has 
not the att of daptizing as much /pirituality in it, as the aéts 
of gating ‘and.drinking ? Befides, an apoftle has affured 
that ‘the kingdom of God is not-meat and drink,’’ though: 
the latter were the richeft of more it is. 
immer fion water 
baptifiti is mentioned in the New Teftament, ‘than the 
fatred fuppert; how’ often repenting and believing finners 
are’ dxboPted, ‘by the apoftles, baptized ; haw /oon-that 
ordihance was adminiftered to Chriftian couiverts after they 
believed }what exhortations are given to profefiing Chriftians 
2 on the ground of their being baptized ; and when I refleét, 
that the Holy Spirit commends them that were baptized by 
John, as ** juftifying Gad ;” while he verely cen/ires others, 
the coanfel of Goa againit bee 


\ 
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caufe they flighted the folemn appointment; I.cannot, but 


wonder at the language and conduct of out, opponents.— 
Their very fingular. conduét.appears to me {till more extra- 
ordinary, and yet. more,.unwarrantable, when I. reflect ; 
That baptifm is a divine inftitution to which,a believer fabs 
‘mits but opce, and a branch of divine, worfhip. that he is re- 
quired to perform, but, once; in which refpect it greatly 
differs from every other appointment in the worfhip of God, 
under the Chriftian «economy. For, this being the,cafe, 
one fhould have imagined, if notorious and ftubborn, faéty 


had not forbidden the thought ; that every minifer of Jefus 


Chrift, and ewery church of the living God, would insist. 
on a fubmiflion to what they confider as #ea/ baptifm, in all 
whom they admit to the Lord’s.table. And, whatever 
Paciricus may have faid to the contrary, or however’ un- 
important 4e may fuppofe the ordinance to be; I have the 
pleafure to find,that Mr. Ry Lan, as before obferved, feems. 
to.confider it in the fame light with myfelf ; if one may ved- 
ture to forma judgment of his views relating to this inftitu- 
tion, from what he has publithed under his own name, Thefe 
are his words, and I would warmly | recommend them to the. 
confideration of Paciricus : ‘ Baptifm ought to. bé’confi- 
‘dered as glorious an a of worfbip as ever was inftituted by 
¢ God. It is to be performed but once in the life of a Chriftian 
—butence toeternity; and therefore, it ought to be done with 
‘ the utmoft veneration and love *.’-—Here, then, we have an 
ordinance appointed by Supreme authority, which requires 


_ -to, be celebrated. but once ; a command. given by the Lord | 


Redeemer, that is perfectly farishied with ome, yes, with only. 
ong act of obedience in. the whole. courfe ofa, Chriftian’s - 


life: frange to imagine, but certain im: fa, though. the 


authority enjoining is ab/olutes and acknowledged {oto bess ; 
though the obedience required confiits in a /amg/é inflance. 5, 
and though the duty commanded is generallyeafy, cafyto 
be where thereis a difpofition for i Our 
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not only conhive at a negleét of it, but feverely cenfure ux 
because we do not adopt their condu&! But whether we, — 
or they, deferve cen{ure, confidering the principles we hold 
in conimion,’ I leave the impartial reader,. I leave all but 
themfelves, to judge; they not believing, any more than 
, we, the divine authority, or the validity of infant {prink- 
ling; for if they did, they would ftand convicted before: 
ali the‘world of Anabaptifm. My reader will pardon the 
frequent repetition of this. thought, it being of great im- 
portance in every difpute of this. kind ; nor can. we 
eur long te forget it. | | 


SECTION 


RefleBions on the diftinguifbing Charaaer, SrRict P- 
TISTS, which our Brethren apply 


UR opponents, I obferve, repeatedly call; 
Baptists; but whether for fo doing they merit 
eommendatien, or deferve cenfure,. may, perhaps, be a 
qpettion with fome.. If, by the epithet fria@,; they mean 
‘exadl,, accurate, confcientionfly nice theit candour deferves. 
commendation. In that fenfe of the term we are: not. 
‘afhamed to be called St RICT we 
the charafter. 

“ft may, however, admit ota 
fo fully entitled to poffefs. this honour without a rival, 
‘as our brethren feem to infinwate. Is it becaufe we are 
than the apofiies, in regard to'communion: at) the 

“Lord's table? ‘Phat remains to be proved. Is-it becaufé we 
‘confider baptifin as equally the duty of all believers This,. 
“Gndeed,.we maiitain:. and the reafon is, thofe argoments 
— prove it the duty of one, will apply to all*. | Or, is 


baptifmi “fignificationem et. veram pula 
potet ratio, cut non omnibus fine difcrimine Chrittianis ad- 
minifirari debeat, fed potius contrarium patet, 


jit 
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it becanfe we confider baptifm as a term of communion 
We,.it is true,.avow. che fentiment ; but it is far from being 
peculiar to us. For it appears from the foregoing pages,. 
we a principle received in common by Chriftians. 
of almoft every name, in every age, and in every mation.. 
When, therefore, we are compared with profefling Chriftians 
in general,. we have no peculiar claim'to the epithet’ 
whatever right we may have to the denomination of Bapti/ts,. 
_ or whatever may. be our diftinguifhing character,. when op-- 
pofed to our brethren with whom we now contend.—Nor 
can we beotherwife than fri, without violating our own. 
principles and contradi€ting our own practice. For ae be- 

_ lieve that all who have received the truth,. fhould profefs 
their faith in Jefas Chriftand-be baptized. And have we 
not the happinefs, in this refpe&,. of agreeing with our bre- 
thren ? When. we made a public declaration of our depend-- 
ence on Chrift, and gave a reafon of the hope that is in us, 
_ we believed it was our duty to be baptized, before we're- 
ceived the facred fupper. Did not our opponents do’ the 
fame? or had it no place at all in their creed ? In confe- 
quence of. fuch a conviction, we were actually immerfed 
in the name of the Lord, before we’ approached the holy: 
table. And .were not they alfo? But how came it to be: 
either our duty, or ¢heirs, thus to proceed ? Was it becaufe 
they or we believed’ that it was required of us ? Or,.did a full: 

_ perfuafion of this kind conftitute that a2 duty, which would 
_ not otherwife haye been. obligatory? If fo, a Catholic may _ 

Jawfally adore the hoft, a Muffulman revere Mahomet, .and 
a Jew blafpheme the'Meffiah. No; that which made it our 
duty to be baptized, and then to receive thé Lord’s fupper, 
was THE COMMAND OF Gop; which lies on every perfon 
fo qualified, by the renewing agency of the divirie Spirit, 
we humbly conceived ourfelyes,to Now, can it be 

fappofed that,this command extends,to none, but, thofe.# 


real converts, who feel its forge on’ their, own COP 


‘feiences? Or, may we fafely conclude, that a believer is 
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further obliged by any divine precept, or prohibition, than 
he /ees and acknowledges the obligation, .in.regard to him- 
felf? If fo, a believer who has been baptized, may live all his 
days in the negleé&t of communion at the Lord’s table, and 
ftand acquitted of blame ; and covetoufnefs is no crime, in 
thoufands who bow at the fhrine of Mammon; for there 
are. comparatively few lovers,of money, who acknow-— 
ledge, their guilt in that refpect. Nay, on this principle | 
it will follow, that the more ignorant any believer i is, 
and the lefs tender his confcience, he is under fo mach the 
lefs obligation to obey the divine commands. But the — 
reader will.do well to remember, that the Great SUPREME 
does not lie at our courtefy for his claim of obedience upon 
us, in any inftance that can be named. No; it is not our 
convidion of the propriety, the ‘utility, or the. neceflity of any 
command which he has given,, that entitles him to the per- 
formance of it; but, in all things of a moral nature, our 
being rational creatures isthe ground of his claim ; and i in 

thofe of a pofitive kind, our deing are according 10. his 
direétion, whether we be. fo wife and fo fincere_as to ac- 
knowledge the obligation, or no. ‘Thus i it appears that the 
iftaken in the fenfe is no 


n 
the former fenfe, I will venture to affirm, every 
tobe a f#riZorie; or elfé to renotince the name. In the latter 
‘ule Of the term, we rejeet the diftinguifhing epithet, and 
Tequire our oppoients to prove—T fay to prove, not to fur- 
| ‘mie; that ‘it jelly belongs tous. And that they ufé the 
“word in this meaning appears to me, by rhe tenour 
(of theit' arguing ; by ‘fuperadding that harther épithet 
_goroms’sand) by that home charge, of greatly inj urin 1g the 
honour"and*intereft of true religion; ahd 


| | 
ary, UUr Dy the epithet, 
we are éigoted, unneceffarily exad, unfcripturally confined ; 
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But if we be Srricr Baprists; what are they ? Our 
brethren will not be offended, if I again afk ; What are they,’ | 
and by name fhall’ we call them? That they are not 
firia Baptifts, is out of all difpute ; becaufe from fuch they* 
exprefsly diitinguifh themfelves, and have abundant reafon, 
if the charge juft mentioned Be true, to be afamed of them. 
I amr obliged, therefore, if it be lawful for me to imitate’ 

their officioufnefs, and to give them a name, (for as yet they 
are balf anonymous) to fearch for fome fignificant and def- 

oriptive adje€tive, that will fet them at a wide diffance from’ 
the “ftrit Baptifts. But what muft it be? Inaccurate, or 
loofé, or latitudinari an? T would not, defignedly, be guilty 
of a mifnomer ; min as all thefe terms are very different in’ 
their meaning from that obnoxious word /ri@, it can 
hardly be fuppofed that I am far from the truth. As they 
profefs themfelves Barrists, there we agree ; but as they: 
hold the ordinance of baptifm with a Loosz HAND, there 
we differ; and hence the neceffity of fuch oppofitely figni-. 
ficant epithets, to mark our different conduét. For names, 

_ you know, are fo much the more perfec&, by how much 
thé more they exprefs the nature and properties of perfons: 
and things. Yes, the practice of our opponents makes it 
evident to all the world, that the term Baptifis, when ap- 
plied to them, i is to, be underftood in fuch a latitude of fig- 
nificatign, as will comport with receiving perfons to com- 
munion, who, in their judgment, are zabaptixed. ‘That is, 
they are Bapsi/’s, when the ideas expreffed by that name 
fuit the. difpofitions” of their. hearers; and they entirely 
omit the ordinance, from which they take their denomina-_ 
tion, when candidates for communion with them, do nos 

approve of it. And, which makes their, conduc, in this. 

refpect, appear exceedingly ftrange, they donot, like his. 
Holinefs of Rome,,. exprefsly. claim, a ‘difpenfing~ power 5. 
nor, in the madnefs of enthufiafm,., pretend.to any mew, 
velation ; nor. yet, with the difciples.of G rorce Fox,con> 
+ baptifin as a inftitution, Au 
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charaéter, then, is. fixed. Their own have 


‘engroffed it. And, be it known ,to all men,-we areSrxict 


Baptists, To this character, as ,before. sd; we 
fubfcribe, with, hand and heart, inthe laft words of the 


celebrated Father Pauu, perpetwar “Theits!Lhave at- 
tempted to draw, in contraft with.ours,..and: will stow ven- 


ture to call them, Larirupinakian Baptists. Whether 
they. will allow the.name to be juft,, and efteem it as we do 
ours, I am not certain, . But of this; I make no doubt, 
that the religious. world in gencral, were they ta fee and 
compare it with the opinion and practice.of our brethren ; 
would pronounce it defcriptive of the perfons to whom it is 
given. Strict. Barrists—they will permit our cha- 


acter to ftand as.it has.confefledly. the right o primo- 
geniture—Srricr Latitupinagia 


tists! Thefe characters, in contraft, found very oddly, I 


confefs ; and they are but of novel date, For they | 
do not appear to have had an exiftence, till about the mid- 


die of the laft century... What.a pity.it is\bue fomething 
of a fimilar kind could have been found, in the ancient mo-_ 
numents of the Jewith church, relating. to circumeifion, 
as a prerequifite for communion in, it!; Had it appeared, i in. 
any authentic records, that the fons of Abraham, injtimes” 


of} yore, were divided in their judgment, about,.that obfo- 


lete rite ; ; and that fome of them were called Str a Crr-. 


be fact, that our Padobapiif brethren,. when they have 


a ‘mind to fhew their wit and be a little merry at we ex- 
penfe, reprefent the Baptifts, without diftinétion, | 


ctedingly’ fond of; water as profeffors that cannot ina. 
charch ftate, without a great deal ¢ of water, ‘Nay, - one. of 
them has’ wry Politely’ called us Bicors ;7,and 


| 
CUMCISIONISTS ; would have given, at leaft, an; air.of 
antiquity to our brethren’s hypothefisy. practice, and cha- 
ratter. But—we muft take as we find them... 
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then immediately adds, ‘ Many ignorant fprinkled Chrif- 
‘tians are often,'to their hurt, pulled by them into the wa- 
ter* According to this ‘Gentleman, theh, we are wa- 
tery bigots. / Well, it does not greatly diftrefs me to be thus 
reprefented: by ‘a. fneering amtagonift ; becaufe I really be- 
lieve that such water is neceffary to baptifin; and ani no lefs 
confident, that baptifm is neceflary to communion at the 
Lord’s table» But fince’ I have maturely confidered the 
fingular character and peculiar fituation of our laticudina-— 
rian brethren, I can by no means think it either catdid or 
equitable that they fhould be thus reprefented. Becaufe 
it is evident, evident even to demonftration, that their 
profefiion and praétice taken together will not admit cf it. 
They,.it muft be acknowledged, will fometimes declaim. 
aloud on the neceffity of a profeffion of faith, and of im- 
_ merfion in the name of the triune God, to conftitute that 
_ baptifm which is from heaven. ‘So, when they write on 
thé, fubje@, and: publifh their thoughts to the world at. 
_large, they affert: thefé things with the greateft confidence. 
They will alfo, ‘with the ‘venerable Joun, go down into 
Jordan, and’ theré adminifter the fignificant’ ordinance: 
fo. that one would be tempted to thmk they were fri 
Baptifts,. real Baptifts, and that baptifm has no fafter 
_ friends apon earth. But when they plead for free commu- 
‘Mion, they a different language; they {peak of it as 


+ an indifferent thing and a mere trifle, that is not worth — 


contending about.) And, when they admit communi- 
cants, they ofteti a# in a different way > for, in receiving 
a what they confider: as real ‘baptifens is en- 
“ fel wer. 
Drs True Scripture Deltrine of Bajtifen, p. Poor 
creatures! How much thefe ‘fprinkled Chriftians’..are ‘to be pitied, 
when treated fo rudely by warery sicoTs! Is there ‘no remedy 
againft fuch an inyafion of perfonal liberty, by appealing to. Czefar? 
be, a Dofor of Laws would not fpend his illin pointing» 
out, for the’ benefit of ignorant fprinkled Chriftians,” te. 
of them: burt, in future, 


tirely 
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tirely fet afide. They might, confequently, with equal 
confiftency, admit believers to their communion, who have 
neither been immerfed nor {prinkled; and fo, like the Qua- 
kers, have nothing at all to do with water in the worthip 
of God. Whether, therefore, a petfon has been immerf- 
ed ina river, be the waters ever fo many; or {prinkled 
with that element from the palm of the hand, be the drops 
ever fo few; or has had no concern with water at all, it 
makes no material difference with them, in point of com- 
munion, So, then, as they can receive members into their 
communities, fubfift in a church ftate, and enjoy fellow- 
fhip at the Lord’s table, with either much water, or Little 
water, or none at all; I humbly conceive, that if pur ban- | 
tering opponent would do them juftice, while he'difplays  f| 
his own wit, he fhould give them a different name. For 
though they fcem, at fome times, to be as fond of water 
as we are; infifting upon it, that where there is no immer- 
fion there is no baptifm; yet, at others, they warmly con- 
tend, that believers of ait denominations, (i. e. Baptiits, 
with mach water; Pedobaptifts, with Jitrle water and 
Katabaptifts, without aay water at all) have a tight of =~ 
communion with them in'the facred fupper. It behoves 
the Doétor, therefore, if ever he favour us with another 
| _addrefs, to fearch for a new, diftinguithing epichet, to con- 
nect with the term, digets, that fhall include and exprefs 
| thefe various, ideas,’ But whether our own’ language bo 


able to furnith an. enough, on fuch 
an occafion, dare not:affert: very probably, hawever, 
among thofe numerous;compounds' contained in the lan- 
| guage of ancient Greece, he may find one that ig fit for j 
the! purpofe.. And as it is Rot every one, no, ‘nor every 
Debtor, who could have thought of that elegant, phrafe, 7 
Warery Biscors;’ I doubt not buf the fertility of his 


invention, and the well known accuracy of his pen, when | 


handling the 
3 


Baptifts, will enable‘himi to give out brethten 


af 


| | | 
: 
& 


a defcriptive character, that fhall be equally polite and. 
perfe&tly fuitable. 

_ Though 1 am far from fafpedting that our brethren want 
fincerity, or from thinking that they violate the diftates 
of: confcience,:in maintaining their very fingular hypo- 
thefis; yet their conduét, in regard to baptifm, -has fuch 
an ambiguous appearance, and looks fo much like holding 
bath fides of a contradiction, that \I fhould -not wonder 
if one or another of our Padobaptift opponents, were 


to-apply to them, with a little alteration, the {pirited re- 
monftrance of Bp. Hatt to Abp. The latter bee 


ing ftrongly fufpected of a predile@ion for Popery,.and the 
former intending to deal roundly with him on that fubjeé, 
_addreffed him in the following language. ‘I would I 
‘ knew where to find you—To day you are in the tents of 
‘ the Romanifts; to morrow in ours; the next day between 


‘ both, againft both. Our adverfaries think you ours we 


‘ theirs—This of yours is the worft of all tempers. Heat 
‘and cold have their ufes; lukewarmnefs is good for no- 
§ thing but to trouble the ftomach—How long will you 
‘ halt in this indifferency? Refolve gne way, and know, at 
‘ laft, what you do hold; what you fhould. Caft off either 

‘ your wings or your teeth; and, loathing this bat-like 
‘form, be either a bird or a beaft. If you muft begin, 


‘why not now ?—God crieth with Jehu, Who is on my fide, — 
‘ who?—Take you peace; let me have truth, if I cannot | 


‘have both *.’ Thus the acute and the good Bifhop | 
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Hau, to one who halted between two opinions; who | 


was neither an uniform. Papift, nor. a confiftent Protef= 


tant.. 
_ And now, before I conclude, our brethren will faffer | 


me alfo to remonftrate ; ; and the reader may feft affured, — 


that I do it without the leaf impeachment of their inte- _ 


grity ; If infant fprinkling be a human invention, dilooas 
it, renounce it, entirely reject it, and no longer let it, 


Bp. Harry's Epifiles, Decad, Epift. 5+ é 
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the place of a divine inftitution, in any of: your churchee, 
But if it be from Heaven, embrace it, profefs it, practife 
it in the face of the fun,. and lay the other abfolutdly afide, 
as deftitute of a divine warrant. For as there is but ONE 
Gop, and one FaiTH, fo there is. but one BAPTISM, 
Divine truth is confiftent;.divine ordinances are confiftent, 
for they are not yea and nay;..and all the Chriftian world 


are confiftent with themfelves, relating to baptifm 5 be ye, 


therefore, confiftent in this, as you are in other refpects. 
That is, be either confiftent Baptifts, or ; for, 


according to your prefent practice, all thinking and limpar- 


& 


men pronounce yon an mixture of 
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